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THE BIBLE AND CHRISTIANITY. 





THE BIBLE: POPULAR PROTESTANT VIEW. 


THERE can be no doubt that the popular Protestant theory 
identifies Divine Revelation with the Holy Scriptures, as 
the infallible and all-sufficient Word of God. In the 
language of Chillingworth, “ The Bible, and the Bible only, 
is the religion of Protestants.” According to this view all 
Scripture (that is to say, all the Bible as we have it) is given 
by inspiration of God ; this Scripture is nowhere at variance 
with itself, nothing can be true which is at variance with it. 
In short, popular Protestantism 1s Bibliolatry, the worship or 
idolatry of the Book. I am well aware that many of the more 
educated and thoughtful Protestants contrive to make this 
stark dogma pretty flexible and elastic, bending and twisting 
it, contracting and expanding it, for the accommodation of 
various facts which they cannot ignore or otherwise conve- 
niently dispose of. But, in general, such men do not willingly 
bring such facts to the notice of their weaker-minded fellow- 
believers, being very reluctant to perplex the simple faith of 
these, who are thus, as a rule, left to hold their great Pro- - 
testant principle in its utmost possible ngidity. For instance, 
in the recent Moody and Sankey “revival” proceedings— 
which have impeached the civilisation and sanity of so many 
thousands of our church and chapel-goers, making popular 
Protestantism the scoff and the by-word of all intelligent 
outsiders, and the shame of pious and sober Christians— 
hundreds of educated clergymen and ministers and laymen 
_ supported with the full strength of their authority a | 
fanatic or a charlatan (it does not here concern us which) 
preaching a gospel of the most crude, coarse, ignorant and 
one-sided literalism. They knew that often he was falsifying 
history and chronology, that he was absurdly contradicting 
science, that he relied on mistranslated and misinterpreted 
texts, that he quoted fragments as absolute which were modi- 
fied by their context, that the nauseous “‘ blood” which was 
the very life of his evangel was drawn from an Epistle to 
say the least dubious ; yet they could sit by, encouraging 
and applauding him, nor ay one’ Word of warning about 
— ain 





2 THE BIBLE AND CHRISTIANITY. 


his blunders and perversions to the poor creatures he was 
doing his utmost to intoxicate and madden. 

When the Protestarits offer us this book as the very 
Word of God, all-sufficient for revelation of himself and 
salvation of us, we naturally ask first for its credentials. 
When, where, and how did God give it to mankind? We 
of course expect that in vouchsafing this unique document, 
on which the eternal destiny of our race 1s to depend, he 
took care to do so in amanner which put its ongin and 
its communication by himself quite beyond dispute ; as, for 
instance, by delivering it to the earliest men in a form which, 
being imperishable, should ever be preserved by our species 
as the absolute and invariable standard by which all copies 
and versions could be tested ; just as we weak mortals, in 
our endeavours at accuracy, have ordained and preserved 
standards of measure and weight. And we conceive that 
it would have been easy for God the omnipotent to dis- 
tinguish this original standard bysucha supernatural character 
as would make all future men who referred to it recognise 
beyond doubt that it was of him and from him; thus he 
who appeared to Moses in a bush, burning yet not con- 
suincd, might have made his Word shine for us for ever 
in letters of living fire, unfed, steadfast, and quenchless. 
But we soon find that his ways are indeed not as our ways, 
nor his thoughts as our thoughts. No such standard exists, 
because no such standard was ever vouchsafed by him ; ex- 
cept, as we areassured, in the caseof the Ten Commandments, 
which he himself, it 1s said, wrote on two tables of stone, 
and of which he made a duplicate when Moses had shattered 
the original ; this second copy being preserved in the ark of the 
covenant, which was afterwards conserved in the most holy 
place of the temple of Solomon (2 Chron. v. 10). These 
tables I believe have not been heard of since that temple 
was destroyed and plundered by Nebuchadnezzar ; nor are ~ 
we anywhere told, so far as I am aware, what peculiarity in 
the writing stamped it as supernatural and Divine. 

Let us look first at the Old Testament. The first five books 
are called the Books of Moses, though it is clear that much 
of them could not have been written by him, while part’is a 
‘‘fusion and confusion” of two, if not three, earlier narratives. 
However, on the Protestant theory, we are to understand 
that mankind was without a written Revelation for the two 
thousand five hundred years before Moses ; and, further, 
that for one thousand five hundred years afterwards, until 
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the time of the apostles of Christ, this Revelation was 
confined to a single Syrian people. Of the history of these 
‘books, of the origin and history of the others making up 
the Old Testament, for about one thousand years, from 
Moses to Ezra, little or nothing 1s known ; the latter “says 
nothing to assure us that the Law, the Prophets, the Psalms, 
and the Histories, had ever been gathered together as a 
whole before histime.” About one hundred and fifty years 
earlier the Law had been lost for we know not how long, 
since we are told that Hilkiah the high priest found the 
Law and took it to Huldah the prophetess ; and it is clear 
from the narratives (2 Kings xxi., xxii. ; 2 Chron. xxxiv.) 
that its ordinances were quite new and strange to king and 
people. Again, it 1s admitted that the Hebrew Bible, as 
we have it now, 1s written in a character quite unknown to 
Moses and the prophets ; and that in the style throughout 
there 1s a uniformity only to be explained, as the Jews 
themselves explain it, by the fact that at some time all the 
books underwent revision and redaction. And again, the 
‘Hebrew Bible, as we have it, is written with certain Masoretic 
points, without which it could not be read with certainty, 
and those cannot be traced back beyond the seventh 
’ century of our era; before which time it was read in 
accordance with a merely traditional sense, termed the 
“‘ Masora,” whence the name of the points invented and 
intended to preserve this. And as Prof. Stuart, a learned 
Christian apologist, avows, “In the Hebrew manuscripts 
that have been examined, some eight hundred thousand 
various readings actually occur, as to the Hebrew consonants. 
How many as to the vowel-points and accents, no man 
knows.” 

Let us now look at the New Testament. It is admitted 
by learned Christian apologists that “at the beginning of 
the second century there 1s almost total silence in the 
Church as to the formal existence of the Gospels.” Paul 
preached Christianity from what he believed to be a personal 
revelation, not from the Bible; neither he nor other wnters 
of Epistles seem aware of any Gospel. Justin Martin 
does not once quote any Epistle of Paul, nor does he appear 
to have been acquainted with any formal Gospel. Eusebius, 
on whom Christian champions are wont to build up such 
extensive “evidences,” is sure that Matthew wrote his 
Gospel in Hebrew ; and is not sure of several Epistles and 
the Apocalypse. St. Jerome, whose Vulgate, or revision of 
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the Latin version of the Scriptures, has been mainly followed 
in subsequent authorised translations, declared that of 
previous Latin versions no two agreed, and had also heard 
that the original of Matthew’s Gospel was not in Greek. 
In the words of Dr. Irons, prebendary of St. Paul’s, ‘‘ The 
very languagein which our Blessed Lord uttered his Divine dis- 
courses, no criticism has found out. If he spoke them 
in Greek, are we to suppose that the Galilean multitude 
who heard him, understood Greek? If he spoke them 
in Hebrew, are the ‘original words’ entirely lost? Or, 
was that which he spoke to them in Hebrew, ‘ brought to 
remembrance’ thirty years afterwards, in Greek, and written 
down in Greek by the Evangelistse’ Again, there are 
many Epistles, Acts, and Visions, claiming to be Apostolic : 
how have those in the Canon been selected and authenti- 
cated? How came the others to be discredited and re- 
jected? The Gospel of John, whose portrait of Christ has 
obtained the decided preference of Protestantism from 
Luther downwards, is demonstrably later in time, and even 
less probably authentic, than the other three. When Jesus 
is made to quote the Old Testament, it is notcertain whether, 
and when, he quotes from the Hebrew, theGreek Septuagint, 
or a version differing from both. In the first century, and per- ° 
haps long before, the Greek translation was more in use among 
the Jewsthan the Hebrew; and no one knows when, by whom, 
.or from what copies of the originals this Septuagint was made. 
For the earliest manuscripts of the New Testament Christians 
themselves cannot claiman earlierdatethanthe fourth century. 
‘“No actual manuscripts, no original versions, no autographs, 
of course, of the saints or fathers of the ear/zest generations 
of Christians, now exist.” The Greek Testaments of the 
Reformation were printed from MSS. of, at earliest, the 
eleventh century; nor have any more ancient transcripts 
yet discovered proved of much critical value. Finally, as 
other Christian apologists avow, the various readings of the 
New Testament are to be reckoned literally by myriads ; 
first we heard of 20,000, then of 30,000, then of 50,000, and it 
is stated that in the collation of MSS. for Griesbach’s edition 
as many as 150,000 were discovered. 

Such then is the Book which popular Protestantism would 
have us accept as the clear, sure, and complete very Word of 
the very God. We find that it is composed of a large number 
of distinct and incongruous pamphlets, quite unauthenticated, 
written by various persons, nobody really knows by whom, at 
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far-distant periods, nobody exactly knows when ; which have 
been floated down to us as chance and fate determined, by 
oral traditions and written copies, subject to all the blunders 
and perversions of ignorant and fanatical men in ages per- 
fectly uncritical and unscrupulous; whose originals have 
_ irretrievably perished ; which frequently refer to prior authori- 
ties that have utterly perished also, and whose various 
readings are counted by tens of thousands. And it must be 
_ remembered that in this rapid summary the difficulties in 
* the history of this Word of God have been altogether under- 
stated ; I having throughout only alleged some of those 
which the most capable Christian apologists are constrained 
to admit. 


THE BIBLE: ROMAN AND CHURCH THEORIES. 


THE more learned and politic Christians, seeing that the 
Bible does not bring its divine credentials with it in itself, 
or in its history, have brought to the aid of the discredited 
Letter a mysterious Spirit, embodied and developed in the 
Church from the beginning. This living Church, to which 
so many able controversialists refer, will be found on exami- 
nation to be even more vague and fluctuating than the Word 
it shelters. The Roman claims that it alone and only is the 
true Church, and that all other Christian communities are 
schismatic. The English, which has had a mortal horror 
of schism since it consummated its own, claims that there 
is a great Catholic Church, deriving without solution of 
continuity from the Church of the Apostles; undivided by 
the divisions of East and West, Syrian, Greek, Roman, Pro- 
testant ; unaffected by the countless heresies which have 
sprung up in every century since the name Chnistian was 
known. The Roman Church has the great present advan- 
tage of being decidedly visible and tangible, although not 
all the forgeries and glosses of all its scholars can establish 
for it even a plausible continuity from its assumed founder. 
‘The Catholic Church of English Churchmen has the great — 
disadvantage of not being now, and never having been, 
tangible, visible, or even definable. In the Roman theory, 
that Church has committed to it the control and settlement 
of the Holy Scriptures, and of all questions connected 
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therewith, being the infallible interpreter, without which the 
infallible book is really no revelation. In the Church 
theory (as it is convenient, for the sake of brevity, to call 
it), the Church and the Written Word are “co-ordinate in. 
the mission of Truth to mankind.” Let us now consider 
these claims as briefly as may be consistent with clearness. 

First, what proof can the Roman Church allege that 
not only she is, but always from Apostolic times she has. 
been, the custodian and arbitress of Scripture? ‘“ Did. 
— she, in truth,” asks Dr. Irons, “from the first, prize and 

preserve, in some ark of safety, the autographs of Apostles, 
or Evangelists, or make diligent search after the authentic 
manuscripts of the Prophets?’ Has she ever conserved 
the orginal of the Gospel of St. Matthew, on certain 
verses of which (chap. xvi. 17—~19) her main pretensions 
are founded P these verses turning on a bad Greek pun that 
could not have found place in the said original if it was 
in Hebrew. Has she even conserved the originals of the - 
Epistles of her alleged founder, St. Peter ?—of which the 
second is given up by all candid scholars as spurious. The 
earliest Christian writers, says Dr. Irons in “ The Bible and 
its Interpreters” (I prefer, if possible, on this subject to 
cite a Christian), who can be quoted with reference to the 
Canon, “strikingly exhibit that neither the Roman nor 
any other Church had critically or authoritatively, in any 
sense, settled the grave question as to what books should 
be admitted ; or inquired at all, so far as it appears, for 
authentic copies roree If any may be thanked for the Canon of 
the New Testament, it is the Church of Alexandria; but 
not even in that literary Communion have we any attempt 
made to preserve or ascertain the originals of the Gospels. 
or Epistles.” And again: “‘ What has been the condition 
of the Sacred Word since the third century (for all questions 
. as to the correction of the text slept for at least a hundred 
_ years after Origen)? An uncritical Septuagint, and an un- | 
~ critical Greek Testament in the Greek Churches; the common — 
Syriac Version of the third century in the Oriental Churches ; 
half a dozen different versions in the different African commu-. 
nions ; the Vulgate in the West; these in some way sufficed 
the Christian world for many ages. With some of these, the 
Septuagint, the Peschito, the Syriac, and the Egyptian, the 
Roman Church had nothing to do. As far.as we know, 
She never thought of examining them. If that was her 
duty, she was entirely unfaithful toit” In fact, the Church 
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of Rome, as a Church, did nothing to authoritatively settle 


the Canon until driven to do so by the Protestant appeal 
to Scripture at the Reformation ; and when she did so. she 
‘simply took the existing facts of the Christian literature of 
the previous ages—adopting as a whole the ecclesiastical 
traditions.” To sum up, still in the words of our learned 


' dignitary, “Such then are the facts bearing on the claim of 


the Church of Rome to rule over Scripture, and to subor- 
dinate it to herself. She did zothing to the Canon for 400 
years : nothing, except, by individual, and much neglected 
and opposed doctors, for 500 more; xothing authoritative 
till the sixteenth century : nothing satisfactory to herself even 
then: nothing to settle by authority either the Hebrew or 
Greek text, till this hour. Any claim on her part to paramount 
authority over the Written Word is contrary to every fact 
of history.” 

Now let us look at the Church Theory, or as Dr. Irons 
is pleased to call it, the True Theory, which he certainly 
expounds with great skill and force. The Written Word 
and the Church are affirmed to be co-ordinate in the mission 
of truth to mankind ; there is the Letter and there is the 
transmitted Meaning, complementary and necessary to each 
other ; the Bible and the Tradition of the Chuich alike 
Supernatural. The Bible is not sufficient in itself, for every 
part of its history appeals to “lost accounts ” within the 
ancient Church as “confirming it.” ‘‘The hand that traced 
the records of the Word of God Incarnate, and Aid them 
then for nearly a hundred years from the Churches, is as 
invisible to us as the Hand that wrote on the Tablets of 
Horeb ; and the vcry language and sound of that Divine 
voice, once heard in Galilee and Jerusalem, is as utterly 
passed away as are the marks and signs on those stones 
which Moses brake at the foot of the Mount.” Again: 


: “In point of fact, Christianity in no sense first sprung 


frou. the documents of the New Testament, but they from 
it—just as the Law of Moses had been 430 years later than 
the Religion of Abraham (Galat. 11. 17)”—just as “in the 
old dispensation, the Revelation existed 2,500 years before 
Moses wrote a line.” There is certainly in this theory a 
very clever turning of the tables, though, like other table- 
turnings, quite illusory. All the fatal difficulties in the 
history of the Bible and Church are coolly adopted as so 
many cogent proofs that each of these is Supernatural. “ At 
what timé the various parts of this Book were arranged in 
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their present form? At what time each part of it was first 
written ? and by whom? and where preserved? and how 
edited? It almost looks as if some pains had been taken 
to hide these things !” And, it is argued, because in spite of 
all this, the Bible has come down to us in some way or 


another; because we have it now, a collection of discrepant 


. and unauthenticated treatises; therefore it is not only a 
‘ great fact but a supernatural one: and the like reasoning 
applies to the Church! According to this theory, the more 
dubious the credentials, the more obscure the history of any 
document, the more certainly is it from God! and similarly 
the more anomalous and indefinite any Church, the more 
certainly is it divine! 

If we ask, What is the Bible? we are answered, The 
Books commonly receivedas such ; What 1s the Church ? The 
Society commonly received as such. “Such must be the 
common answer,” observes Dr. Irons. This is satisfactory 
indeed. The Bible is the Books commonly received as 
such ; although some of the most learned Christian apolo- 
gists confess that many of these Books are doubtful, some 
spurious, that others have interpolated passages, that errors 
and discrepancies abound in all ! The Church is the Society 
commonly received as such; being a distinct Church for 


England, for Scotland, for Ireland, in addition to the Roman, 


Greek, and the Churches of Asia and Africa ; and yet every- 
where and always the one indivisible Church! Dr. Irons 
continues: ‘‘If any other book can be to the world, what 
we have shown the Bible to be, we will own any such book 
to bean equal wonder. If any other Society can be to man- 
kind, what the Church has been, in highest or lowest estate 
—we shall never wish nor be able to deny it.” Now the 
sacred books of the Brahmins, of the Buddhists, of the 
Chinese, of the Mohammedans, have been and are to them 
respectively what the Bible has been and is to Christendom ; 
their several Churches have been, and are to them, all that 
the “Church” has been to the Christians; and had Dr. 
Irons been an erudite and skilful Brahmin, or Buddhist, or 
Mohammedan, he could have urged at least as much, and 
quite as impressively, in favour of the Supernatural character 
of any one of those Churches and its sacred books, as he has 
been able to urge for his indefinite Church, and his incon- 
gruous Scriptures. 

And now we come to a passage in which the question is 
brought to a plain practical issue. Having admittel that 
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neither the Bible nor the Church can be vindicated by 
hterary or critical methods ; having asserted that “if it were 
necessary to prove the Church, by some little logic of the 
natural mind, the whole claim of the Supernatural is vacated,” 
the Dr. appeals to fact: “If the world meets the Church, 
and neither feels nor fears her—her claim is disproved by 
this alone.” I must object here to the word “ feels :” if an 
institution exists, and has any power at all, it must be felt. 
But the fact 1s, the greater part of the world never has felt 


. nor feared the Church ; that such part of the world, as in 


its ignorance and superstition did fear her, now fears 
her less and less, and meets her ever more boldly ; and, 
moreover, it 1s equally true, that the history of the Church 
and Christendom, ever since human learning and natural 
science began to be studied again, shows clearly the power 
of the Church constantly decreasing, and the power of the 
world constantly increasing, and points unmistakably to the 
not distant overthrow of the said Church—an overthrow 
that will be accelerated, as is the case with all effete institu- 
tions, by her intestine divisions. 


THE BIBLE : CHRISTIAN CRITICAL THEORY. 


THERE are many Chnistians too enlightened to accept the 
Bible, as it has chanced to come down to us, as in every 
word the very Word of God; and too free-minded to 
submit to the authority of a Tradition which has varied with 
all climes and ages, or a Church whose history is a record 
of blunders, compromises, falsifications, self-contradictions, 
probably unequalled in the annals of any merely secular 
institution whatever. Such persons manage to remain 
Chnisstians by believing that God’s saving revelation to 
mankind is made in the Bible, and that every one may read 
it for himself if he studies the volume in a reverent and 
prayerful spimt. ‘They admit many errors of copyists, 
reject many passages, and even books, as decidedly 
spurious, and regard many others as doubtful; yet maintain 
that, all deductions made, there is left a clear and sufficient 
divine message, whose essential character is untouched by 
any of the errors or defects, and unchanged by any of the 
various readings. 


To THE BIBLE AND CHRISTIANITY. 


Now, this theory seems to me the most illogical which a 
Christian can hold; for that of the thorough Bibliolater is 
consistent in its blind submission of reason to faith; and 
the Roman and Church views are equally consistent in 
their blind submission to faith and tradition and ecclesias- 
tical authority ; while this seeks and pretends to conciliate 
things which are essentially irreconcilable—reason and 
faith, freethought and revelation, liberty and servitude, the 
natural and the supernatural. But as it is, the theory of 
some of the best and ablest of our religious fellow-citizens, 
and of those who are most heartily with us in much sound 
secular work, it practically claims a fuller consideration 
here than it intrinsically merits. | 

In the first place, it is evidently open to the fatal objec- 
tion that it makes man the measure and standard of his 
God ; setting up certain Scriptures as supernatural and 
divine, then subjecting them to the arbitrament of human 
nature, the reason and conscience of the creature. Each 
of those who hold it says in effect: Here are books pur- 
porting to contain the Word of God, and I believe they do 
contain it, but mixed with many vain words of men; 
therefore, what suits me I shall consider divine, and what 
does not suit me I shall reject. Numerous clever attempts 
have been made to smooth away this sharp self-contradic- 


tion; but, so far as I am aware, and as was to be expected, 


not one that can be deemed even plausible by any candid 
outsider. There is but one mode of getting md of it; a 
mode swift and effectual, obvious and facile in theory, but, 
as long experience proves, very hard to put into practice; 
and this is to surrender the initial claim of divine inspira- 
tion of the books, when of course it is quite natural and 
consistent to sit in judgment on them, as on any other 
human writings, welcoming what in them we find good 
and true, rejecting what we find bad and false. 

It is indeed alleged, with amiable and amusing audacity, . 
that the special grace of the Holy Spirit always illumines 
and guides every one who studies these books in the proper | 
frame of mind ; but as we find in fact that no two serious | 
students read quite alike, each reading in accordance with 
his peculiar temperament, intellect, training, and circum- 
stance$, precisely as he would read were there no Holy 
Spirit in existence ; the said special grace, having no per- 
ceptible effect, may be safely left out of the calculation. 
Innumerable sectaries, all alike devout and sincere, all 
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alike drawing their inspiration from the Bible, have dif- 
fered fundamentally on the fundamental doctrines of 
Christianity, and I never heard of the Holy Spirit 
doing anything toward bringing these brethren into 
unity. A Christian eclectic submits the Bible to the 
test of his own reason and conscience, which have been 
educated and purified, not by the book itself, nor by any - 
supernatural grace, but by the results of along and gradual 
progress in Secular enlightenment and civilisation ; which 
progress has been at nearly every step opposed on the 
authority of the book, and in the name of the religion 
founded on it. Doctrines that now revolt the common 
conscience did not in former centuries revolt the consciences 
of men who were taught by the book and purified by the 
Holy Spirit. It is not by special grace, nor by revelation 
of the Holy Scriptures, but by critical scholarship, that men 
have come now to decide as to the genuineness and authen- 
ticity, the date and authority, of the various portions. Until 
free learning was revived at the classical or heathenish 
Renaissance, the Holy Spirit was content to leave all the 
most pious Biblical students in very deep darkness as to 
nearly all the points on which our eclectic Christians are 
now so clearly enlightened. 

And, looking at the practical side of the question, we 
must ask, What can be the use or authority of a moral and 
doctrinal code, from which each man is free to pick and 
choose just what commends itself to his own taste and 
judgment? Selection having once begun, who can say 
where it is toend? What will ultimately be left in common 
to all who with this elastic theory call themselves Christians? 
Already, I believe, it would not be difficult to gather from 
various eminent men—learned, subtle, and devout, and all 
alike claiming to be orthodox—denial and refutation of every 
doctrine usually and vaguely considered essential to the 
creed. If long since, the rude standards of measure from 
the human body, the hand, the span, the foot, the arm, were 
found too indefinite for ordinary use, consider what must 
be the case with so-called standards from the human mind,. . 
our mental differences being so much greater than our 
physical. Admit that there is no absolute standard, sur- 
render the initial claim of Divine revelation, and the 
absurdity 1s at once removed ; the difficulties remaining are 
merely practical, to be met with practical solutions, which 
are always confessedly only approximative. That may be 
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admirably good for the human which is intolerably bad for 
the Divine. 

I will not dwell here on the various readings nor on the 
errors of our authorised version ; though the former are 
certainly important enough to make scholars keep bringing 
out new critical editions, and the latter weighty enough to 
have forced the dignitaries of our State Church, perhaps the 
most reluctant to change of all men on earth, to countenance 
and superintend a revised translation. But I must ask, Is 


‘ it really true, as contended, that the passages and books 


which high Christian authorities have been constrained to 
brand, some as spurious, some as at best doubtful, are not 
essential to the Canon, may be dispensed with from the 
foundations of Christianity ? Thus it does not matter that the 
beginning of the Bible, which has been put into the hands of 
our people by authority, as written by Moses with the 1imme- 
diate inspiration of God, is a rude compilation and conden- 
sation from various previous narratives or legends; and that, 
as we are informed, a fuller version of these same traditions 
of the Creation, the Fall,and the Deluge, has been discovered. 
on Chaldean clay tablets? It does not matter that the 
historical books of the Old Testament were compiled nobody 
knows when or by whom, from lost annals or poems, whose 
inspiration there is nothing to attest? It does not matter 
that the Canon has no valid claim to the Book of Job, 
perhaps the grandest and the most ancient of all; and that 
the verses 25, 26, of chap. xix., have a quite different mean- 
ing from that with which our translators have charged them? 
It does not matter if Ecclesiastes and the Song of Sdlomon 
should be rejected ; if the Prophets have been antedated 
and largely perverted? It does not matter if the Gospel 
called of St. John, whose Christ, not at all the Christ of the 
other three Gospels, has been, and 1s, the God-man of the 
Churches, be neither genuine nor authentic, neither the 
work of John nor a faithful report of Christ’s teachings ? 
It does not matter whether the Epistle to the Hebrews, the 
second called of Peter, with those of St. Jude and of St. 
James, be rejected or retained? It does not matter if, 
with Luther, we look upon the Revelation as neither 
apostolic nor prophetic ? It does not matter that the verse, 
1 John v. 7, on which chiefly the doctrine of the Trinity has 
been based, is a generally confessed interpolation? Not 
simply does no one of these things matter, but the whole of 
them together, with others only less important that mrght 
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be alleged, immense as may appear their accumulated signi- 
ficance, really do not matter at all? Then I reply, that a 
theory so accommodating as to yield all these without a 
pang, had better at once, and with the like cheerfulness, 
yield the whole Bible; and, disencumbering itself of all faith 
in a supernatural revelation, see what it can do with the 
revelation of nature as expressed in the living world of 
which we are a part, and expressed likewise more or less 
clearly, with more or less of human perversion, in the works 
of the men who came before us, among which the books 
bound up as the Bible have their due place. Surely nothing 


. can be clearer to the unprejudiced judgment than the fact 


that we can never read and interpret anything aright, be it 
work of man or work of nature, while we in any sense count 
it fetish. 


THE BIBLE: NOT TRUSTWORTHY AS HISTORY. 


I CONTEND, not that the Bible is wholly untrustworthy as 
history, but that its records contain demonstrable errors 
and discrepancies quite inconsistent with the claims set up 
for it of Divine inspiration. It is probable that much of 
the Jewish story as told in Kings and Chronicles, Ezra and 
Nehemiah, in some of the Prophets, and in the books of the 
Maccabees (which, though excluded from the Chr'stian 
Canon, have, in the opinion of eminent writers, stronger 
claims to authenticity than some of the books that have 
been admitted), is about as true to the facts as such early 
histories generally are. Even the earlier books embodying 
ancient oral traditions have probably some groundwork of 
fact, however distorted in transmission and exaggerated by 
the iove of the marvellous. All antique history is full of 
unnatural wonders, because all antique peoples were super- 
stitious and uncritical, those of the East (whether Christians, 
Jews, or Mohammedans) being supremely so to this day. 
When competent European scholars have the courage to 
treat these Hebrew records with a criticism as keen and 
searching as they apply to the primitive myths and legends 
of any other nation, with as little respect for miracle, and 
as great respect for probability, some profitable results may 
be secured. ‘The very early accounts it 1s, of course, very 
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difficult to check, as there are few or no contemporary 
memorials with which to compare them. And much of the 
later Jewish history is so local that the same remark applies, 
One point of great importance must be insisted on: while 
the central portions of the Jewish chronicles are probably 
fairly accurate, considering the period at which they were © 
compiled (while certainly not critically accurate), the his- _ 
torical portions of the New Testament, the very corner- | 
stone of Christianity, are as obscure in their origin, and as — 
unauthenticated, as the earliest legendary portions of the 
Old Testament itself. Christian apologists have done their 
utmost, fairly and unfairly, to fill up or bridge over the 
frightful abyss which undermines the very base of their 
Evidences ; but I venture to assert that no capable man, 
who surveyed the ground for himself, and who was not a 
professional Christian apologist, ever put his trust in any 
of their unsubstantial edifices. 

When precise external tests for any story are wanting, we 
make what use we can of the broad, general external test of 
probability or possibility, and the internal one of self-agree- 
ment. We ask, Is it consistent with what we know of nature and 
human nature? Is it consistent with itself? But the former 
question is usually disallowed in the case of the Bible by 
those same Christians who most freely apply it in every 
other, though they can adduce no valid reason for the 
exception. They know it must be fatal to their idolised 
book, shearing away ruthlessly all the miracles. They 
decide infallibly, without consideration, that it cannot be 
true that Vulcan made armour for Achilles, that Bacchus 
was the son of the King of the Gods and a mortal, that 
Mohammed was borne through the heavens on the ass 
Barak; while they decide infallibly, equally without con- 
sideration, that it must be true that the Lord God made 
coats of skin to clothe Adam and his wife, that Jesus of 
Nazareth was the son of the Holy Ghost and a virgin, that 
Elijah was carried up into heaven in a chariot of fire. In 
reyard to all other alleged miracles and supernatural per- 
sonages, these worthy Christians trust their common sense, 
and are right ; in regard to those alleged in the Bible, they 
trust to faith,and are wrong. We only regard these as they 
regard all others. 3 

We are not, however, quite without external tests 
Bible history in some most important particulars. Chro- 
nology and geography have been termed the eyes of history. 
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For a conclusive instance of Biblical geography, I need 
only refer to the description of the river out of Eden that 
parted into four heads, and the course of these. As to 
the Biblical chronology, which makes our race less than 
6,000 years old, it is not only contradicted by science, as I 
shall have occasion to show in another article, but by clear 
historical memorials, ‘The pyramids, temples, and tombs 


of Egypt, dating back 5,000 years, with their inscriptions, 


their dynastic records, their pictures, and other works of 


- art, prove that that country must have been populous, 


maturely organised, skilled in many arts and handicrafts, 
at a period when, according to the Book of Genesis, human- 
kind consisted of but. a few families; Jefore, during, and 
after the Deluge, which destroyed all save four couples. 
This case is so clear and decisive that the ancient records 
of India and Chaldea are not required to strengthen it. 
Again, as to the New Testament history, the story of the 
life and death of the founder of Christianity, there 1s an 
external test, which to a thoughtful and candid mind is none 
the less effectual, because it is negative ; I mean, of course, 
that which Gibbon has applied with such calm and crushing 
contempt—the silence of all contemporary writers, of all 
wniters of the first century. Had Jesus been crucified as 
alleged ; had Pilate himself written the title to be put on 
the cross, ‘‘ Jesus of Nazareth, King of the Jews ;” had 
there on this occasion been a mid-day darkness over all 
the earth for three hours, the sun eclipsed, an earthquake, 
the rocks rent, the veil of the temple rent in twain, graves 


- opened, buried saints arising, and going into the holy city, 


and appearing unto many ; had all these signs and wonders 
appeared, is it possible to conceive that no other record of 
them should remain? No other record of a universal mid- 
day darkness of three hours, in an age so civilised and 
literary! Moreover, in a State so thoroughly organised as 
the Roman Empire, Pilate must have rendered a full account 
in an official despatch to Rome, and.these most marvellous 
things would have been seized on for record by every writer 
of cultivated Rome. More than one despatch of Pilate 
has, in fact, circulated in credulous Christendom ; even a 
despatch of his predecessor, Lentulus, concerning Christ, 
has been extensively and triumphantly circulated in the 
same realm of ready belief; a famous Christian passage 1s 
to be found in Josephus, and another in Tacitus: but 
the ablest Christian apologists have been gradually com- 
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pelled to brand the whole lot as forgeries, together with a 
vast deal of other Christian “ Evidences,” only less impor- 
tant. The fact is now beyond fair dispute that the mar- 
vellous and supremely significant events—events on which, 
by God's determination, all the future destiny of our species 
should turn—were utterly unattested at the time, in circum- 
stances which make the want of attestation an overpowering 
denial that they ever happened at all. These instances 
from the Old and New Testaments are capital and crucial : 

' when the Christian Evidence Society has satisfactorily dis- 
posed of them it will be time to adduce some minor ones ; 
such as the slaughter of the Innocents, and the passage 
Acts v. 36—7, making Theudas precede in time Judas of 
Galilee, and in which the narrator, Gamaliel, is speaking 
before the revolt of Theudas took place, a clear and unim- 
peached record of both revolts being in Josephus. 

We now come to the internal test, Is the Bible history 
consistent with itself? And to this question I must em- 
phatically answer, No; it is not more self-consistent, it is 
perhaps less, than most early and uncritical histories which 
have no claim to Divine inspiration. I have not room 
here for a detailed exposition of discrepancies, nor is it 
required for my present purpose. Let the reader examine 
carefully such capital and crucial instances as the genealogies 
of Jesus (which are not in fact his, being of Joseph, who was 
not his real, but only his. supposed, father) in Matthew 
and Luke, compared with the lineal descendants of David 
as recorded in the Old Testament ; the accounts of the 
resurrection of Jesus in the various Gospels; the two 
accounts of the creation of man, Gen. 1. 27 and 1. 7, 18, 
21, 22; even the twoaccounts of the conversion of St. Paul, 
_Acts ix. 7 and xxii 9 ; and he will soon have reason enough 
“to coincide with my verdict, But let us look at the question 
generally. I have before me a book issued only last year, 

s entitled “An Examihation of the Alleged Discrepancies of : 
the Bible,” by John W. Haley, M.A., of Massachusetts, and 
re-published this year in London, in which the author claims 
to have gathered all the alleged discrepancies of any import- 
ance he could find “in the works of a large number of 
English, German, and French Rationalists and Infidels,” 
and the numerous publications of American Sceptics, with 
the solutions, or attempted solutions, of ‘‘ a large number of 
critics and commentators, ancient and modern,” in addition 
to such as he suggests himself. He tells us that the whole 
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number of cases treated is nearly nine hundred ; and it would 
not, I think, be difficult to furnish him with a few more for 
the exercise of his skill. He says in his preface: “The 
more thoroughly I have imvestigated the subject, the more 
clearly have I seen the flimsy and disingenuous character ot - 
the objections alleged by Infidels. And, whether or not 
my labours shall result in inducing a similar belief in the 
minds of my readers, I cannot but avow, as the issue of my 
investigation, the profound conviction that every difficulty 
and discrepancy in the Scriptures 1s, and will yet be seen to 
be, capable of a fair and reasonable solution.” In spite of 
this triumphant and formidable proclamation, I say seriously 
that, if I wanted to convince any intelligent, unprejudiced, 
and disinterested man that real irreconcileable discrepancies 
abound in the Bible, I would willingly stake the result on 
his careful examination of this very “ Examination,” whose 
leading discussions and “solutions” I have gone through. 
Let us here look at a few of the admissions of some of the 
eminent Christian apologists cited by this gentleman in his 
laborious compilation. ‘That eminent Biblical critic,” 
Moses Stuart, acknowledged that ‘‘in our present copies of 
the Scriptures there are some discrepancies between dif- 
ferent portions of them which no learning nor ingenuity can 
reconcile.” And Archbishop Whately, in a sentence whose 
central clause recals the “ solemn sneer” of Gibbon, writes : 
‘‘That the apparent contradictions of Scripture ave numerous — 
—that the instruction conveyed by them, if they be indeed de- 
signed for such a purpose, 1s furnished in abundance—is too 
notorious to need being much insisted on.” ‘ Dr. Davidson 
gives a list, taken chiefly from the first eleven chapters of 
Chronicles, comprising some one hundred and fourteen 
names which differ from the corresponding names in other 
parts of Scripture.” The discrepancies in numbers are 
even greater. ‘‘ The chronology of the Book of Judges is 
very uncertain, there being more than jifty different methods 
_ of reckoning the same.” These are Mr. Haley’s own words, 
and may be set against his Christian boast. Dr. Irons, 
alluding to the discrepancies of numbers and dates, avows 
boldly: “They may no doubt be ruinous to the mere 
Biblicist ; but his cause is a ruin already. It has not a 
shadow to rest on. Let him try, 1f he please, to ‘explain’ 
these things. When he succeeds we may accept the results, 
when he fails he may try again.” The mere Biblicist, of 
whom the High Churchman speaks so contemptuously, is 
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in fact the ordinary English Protestant, who must be highly 
gratified at bemg thus regarded by one of the dignitaries 
of his Established Church. 





THE BIBLE CONTRADICTED BY SCIENCE. 


In the preceding article I alluded to the broad general 
test of probability or possibility, and observed that this is 
generally disallowed in the case of the Bible by Christians, 
who freely and fairly apply it in every other, though they 
can adduce no valid reason for this unique exception. The 
simple reason, or rather cause, is that they have been 
brought up from infancy to unreserved belief in the Bible, 
and have not been brought up to such belief in any other 
book. But the fact that they weakly shrink from having 
their special superstition fairly tested, is no reason why we 
should refrain from fairly testing it. We, therefore, in regard 
to the Bible narratives, as in regard to any other, put the 
plain scientific question, Are they consistent with what we 
know of nature and human nature? A moment’s considera- 
tion shows this question to be fatal, for these narratives 
abound in miracles, and miracles are decidedly not consistent 
with what we know of nature ; miracles have been slain by 
science. Miracles still abound in the Roman Church, but 
that is avowedly anti-scientific. The miraculous bleedings of 
Louise Latour over in Belgium, though far better attested 
than.any miracle recorded in the Bible, and quite accessible - 
to investigation, excited not the faintest interest, much less 
belief, in any educated Protestant who heard or read of them; 
they were disdainfully rejected as beneath investigation. In 
the same manner are fejected the innumerable miracles 
of the Romish Church, stretching, an uninterrupted series, 
from the times of thé Apostles to the present ; though many 
of these, also, are far better attested than any of those in 
the Bible. For instance, we read that the great St. Bernard 
miraculously cured the deaf, the dumb, the lame, the blind, 
and men possessed with devils; and a large number of his 
miracles were recorded and attested by no less than ten 
eye-witnesses, well-known men of the highest character for 
intelligence and veracity—men, in short, whose united testi- 
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mony as to anything they had witnessed would be accepted 
as beyond suspicion, were the thing itself not incredible ; St. 
Bernard expressed himself, no doubt sincerely, as astonished 
and almost alarmed at his own miracles ; yet what educated 
Protestant gives them the slightest credence, while accepting 
unreservedly the miracles of Jesus, for which the evidence 
in incalculably less? So much for the general question : I 
shall have occasion in the sequel to touch on some par- 
ticular instances. What has been said of miracles applies 
equally to the cases of magic and witchcraft and demoniac 
possession recorded in the Old and New Testaments. For 
centuries in Christendom men were burned for practising 
the black art, women were tortured and put to death as 
witches, demons were exorcised from epileptics, on the 
indubitable authority of these very books ; and now what 
educated Protestant has a word to say in defence of such 
truly Christian proceedings ? 

Let us now turn to the Biblical story of the Creation. 
Hard pressed by the scientific objections to this antique 
legend, the Christians answer that men of science themselves 
are not agreed upon the subject. This 1s true; dut they 
are agreed upon more than enough for the contlustve condemna- 
tion of the Genesaic account. I pass over the special pleading 
that a vast period may have elapsed between the “ begin- 
ning ” and the “ first day,” as in this general survey I wish 
to allege the clearest instances only, finding many more of 
these than are necessary to my purpose. It has been 
pleaded also that the ‘“‘ days” may have been vast periods ; 
but the evening and the morning of each are specified, and 
the reason given for keeping the Fourth Commandment 
(Ex. xx. 11) is that God himself rested on the seventh day 
after his six days’ work (also Gen. 1 3). Science distinctly 
rejects the story that day and night, and an earth clothed 
with vegetation, came into being before the sun and stars. 
Science distinctly rejects the primitive cosmogony of a 
world of waters above and 2 world of waters below a firma- . 
ment called Heaven ; with the sun and the moon and the 
stars set in this firmament, between the upper and nether 
waters. Science distinctly denies that all the creatures of 
the water and the air came into being before all the creatures 
of the earth. Science distinctly proves that man existed 
many thousands of years before the period at which he 
was created according to the Bible. The chronological 
system which, as I have already shown, history disproves, 
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is by the leaves of what has been called the Great Stone 
Book rendered exquisitely ludicrous, a mere infantile fiction. 
Science laughs at the formation of the first woman from a 
rib extracted from the first man; at the notion that our race 
would have been immortal had not the first pair eaten a 
certain apple; at the cherubims with a flaming sword set to 
keep the way of the tree of life; at the many-centuried 
lives of the patriarchs ; at the giants, at angels in general, 
at the sons of God who married daughters of men, and 
whose offspring were mighty men of renown. We have 
nothing to say against these things as constituents of a 
primitive Oriental legend ; but when in this nineteenth cen- 
tury, this age of Lyell and Owen and Darwin and Huxley, 
well-to-do sleek gentlemen straitly dressed in black cloth 
solemnly abjure us on pain of eternal perdition to receive 
them as sober verities, and part of a divine revelation, it is 
quite another matter, and it becomes our duty to expose 
and refute such utter folly. 

I come now to the Bible story of the Deluge. As to 
this, again, desperate Christians urge that scientific men 
are not agreed. Even so acute a logician as Dr. Irons has 
fallen into the obvious sophistry of quoting the conclusion 
of certain modern mathematicians, .that the ‘‘ periodical 
recurrence of enormous deluges in sure cycles is a pure 
_ matter of calculation ; and (nature being what it 1s) such 
floods cannot but come to pass,” as if this conclusion 
accredited the story told in the Bible. An enormous 
deluge is not a universal one. General primitive tradition 
points to a great deluge in the East, and probably there 
was one; it may even, for aught I know, be mathematically 
demonstrable that there was ; yet science distinctly declares 
that the legend we find regarding it in Genesis cannot be 
accurate. I need not touch here on the countless impossi- 
bilities involved in the ark-legend ; these have been abun- 
dantly dealt with elsewhere. In the first place, we easily 
see by Gen. vil. 11, why the narrator thought it natural that 
the whole earth and the tops of the highest mountains 
should be submerged. ‘ The same day were all the fountains 
of the great deep broken up, and the windows of heaven 
were opened.” This is the unscientific cosmogony I have 
already touched upon in speaking of the Creation. Witha 
world of waters below, and a world of waters above the 
firm heaven, there was in his Oriental imagination an ample 
supply for drowning the wicked J/ane earth. The unreason 
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was not in him who had no opportunity of knowing better ; 
the unreason is in those who use every sophistry ‘now, after 
all the progress of science, in order to substantiate his 
sincere childish story. They know that his cosmogony is 
quite incorrect, and that there is not water available to 
cover the whole spherical earth to the tops of the highest 
mountains ; for the simple reason that, if there were, it 
would always so cover them, having nowhere to retire. 
Science has plenty to say about the plagues of Egypt, 
and the pillar of fire and cloud, and the Red Sea obeying 
the outstretched hand of Moses; and what science says 
on these subjects is by no means palatable to any of the 
Churches. But I cannot dwell on them here; and have 
space only to mention the two flagrant instances (Joshua 
x. 12—14, and Isaiah xxxvil. 8), in the former of which the 
sun and moon stand still at the command of a man, and in 
the latter the sun moves back ten degrees as a sign that 
the life of a sick king shall be prolonged. Many vain attempts 
have been made to explain away these statements; let 
the reader refer to them himself, and see whether they are 
not clear and positive. With regard to the New Testament, 
science distinctly rejects the leading stories told of Chnist: 
the virgin bearing a child, the star coming out of the East and 
standing over a particular house ; the raising of the dead, 
walking on the waters, etc. ; the resurrection and the as- 
cension. For instance, as to the last, science simply says, 
‘The law of gravitation would not let him ascend; and if 
he could go up, whither should he go ? through illimitable 
‘star-strewn space? The simple narrator imagined a God 
in a Heaven not far above the clouds; and was quite ready 
to believe that a man might be taken bodily up into that 
happy place. As I said before, we-do not wonder at the 
ignorance and credulity of the old writer; but we must 
‘marvel at the effrontery, and often doubt the good faith, of 
those who in these times would impose upon us his in- 
fantile fairy tales as the very Word of the All-wise God. 
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THE BIBLE: ITS MIRACLES AND PROPHECIES. 


I HAVE already urged generally that Science absolutely 
repudiates miracles ; and among miracles we must include 
prophecies, 1 in sO far as these pretend to any supernatural 
inspiration. Predictions may of course be ventured and 
verified for which no such claim is made, but which are 
simply founded on unusual knowledge or insight, as in the 
case of Lord Chesterfield’s famous prediction of the great 
French Revolution. It may also be remarked that even 
were miracles possible and actual, they would prove nothing 
in favour of the doctrine they were wrought to enforce: 
they would merely prove that the performer possessed more 
than human power, not that he was speaking the truth. 
This is freely admitted in the Bible itself, where we find 
the magicians of Egypt for some time rivalling the miracles 
of Moses; where Jesus declares that others than himself cast 
out devils (Luke x1. 19) ; where Moses warns the people against 
any prophet who should seek to lead them into idolatry 
(Deut. xu. 1-3); and where, especially, Jesus himself 
announces (Matt. xxiv. 24), “For there shall arise false 
Christs, and false prophets, and shall show great signs and 
wonders ; insomuch that, if it were possible, they shall 
deceive the very elect.” On the other hand, not all the 
prophets inspired by God can be trusted, for, as we read (1 
Kings xxii. 20-2), God sent a lying spirit from his throne in 
heaven to enter the mouths of the prophets, in order to 
persuade Ahab to go up to Ramoth-Gilead. So that, on 
the whole, what with prophets of God who may prophesy 
falsely, and true prophets who may be of the devil, it would 
perhaps be better in any case to have nothing at all to do 
with these gentry. 

Again, let us consider what moral or intellectual instruc- 
tion can be derived from many of these marvellous doings. 
The rod of Moses turns into a serpent, and the serpent 
returns into arod. ‘The rod of Aaron, for the tribe of Levi, 
being laid up with those of the princes of the other. tribes 
in the tabernacle, of course by Moses, is found in the 
morning to have “ budded, and brought forth buds, and 
blossomed blossoms, and yielded almonds” (Num. xvii. 8), 
as the narrator puts it in his pleasant Eastern style; the 
other rods naturally remaining dry sticks. A crowd of little 
children follow Elisha shouting, Go up, thou bald-head ; he 
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turns round and curses them in the name of the Lord, 
and two she bears come out of the wood and rend forty-two 
children of them (2 Kings 1.) The axe-head of one of the 
sons of the prophets falls into the Jordan, and he cries unto 
Elisha, Alas, master! for it was borrowed ; and the prophet 
casts a stick into the water after it, and the iron swims (2 
Kings vi). Elisha being compassed with a great host of 
Syrians in Dothan, they themselves are compassed with an 
invisible host of horse and chariots of fire, and are 
smitten all blind at the prayer of the prophet (2 Kings vi), 
The ass of Balaam takes human voice to rebuke his master ; 
.a whale swallows Jonah, and vomits him alive on the dry 
land (without stranding itself?) after three days. Jesus, asked 
for tribute-money, sends Peter to fish, and he catches a fish 
in whose mouth is the required coin. Jesus going to a fig- 
tree, before the time of figs is come, and finding no fruit 
on it, eurses the tree and it withers away. Handkerchiefs 
or aprons are taken from the body of Paul to sick people, 
and their diseases depart from them and the evil spirits go 
out of them. A viper fastens on the hand of Paul, and he 
shakes it off into the fire, and no harm comes to him from 
it. Can anything be more simple and childlike than are 
such fairy-tales? Travellers tell of such wonders as abound- 
ing 1n the superstition of the East to this day. 

The atrocities of the Bible are equally Oriental. People 
accustomed to despots whose will was their only law, and 
whose wildest caprices and excesses were regarded as a 
matter of course, an ordinance of fate, naturally imagimed a 
ruler in the heavens after the type of the rulers on earth. 
Korah, Dathan, and Abiram venture a word of remons- 
trance with Moses, and the earth swallows them up. 
Thousands of the Israelites are slain by a plague from the 
Lord on the same occasion (Num. xvi.) Uzzah puts forth 
his hand to steady the ark of the Lard, who immediately 
smites him dead for touching it (2 Sam. vi) The men of 
Beth-Shemesh look into the ark of the Lord, rejoicing 
at its return from the Philistines, and he smites of them 
fifty thousand and threescore and ten men (x Sam. vi. 19). 
David tempted by Satan numbers the people, and God slays 
seventy thousand of them with a pestilence wielded by an 
angel (2 Sam. xxiv). The “moral” of such miracles seems 
to me somewhat savage ! 

We will now turn our attention to some of the pro- 
phecies, as works on the alleged fulfilment of prophecy 
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‘ have always been favourites with the Christians; though 
more flimsy, sophistical, and unfair performances than these 
are in general, it would not be easy to find in literature. 
They deal with a verse, or even a clause, that suits their 
purpose, ignoring the context; they strain and wrest the 
sense unscrupulously ; they assume the genuineness of what 
is known to be spurious ; they dwell on apparent fulfilments 
which it required no prophet to foretell, and are silent as 
to clear and obvious contradictions which events have given 
to the prophets. Let the reader interested in the subject 
study F. W. Newman’s “ History of the Hebrew Monarchy,” 
one of the few books in English in which the “ prophecies ” 
have been treated boldly and impartially, and he will see of 
what enormous falsifications most Christian expositors are 
habitually guilty. And what I have said applies, above all 
others, to what are termed the Messianic prophecies, or 
those used to identify Jesus of Nazareth with the Messiah | 
expected by the Jews. The Jews themselves, it may be 
remarked, who ought to be the best judges on this point, 
have never acknowledged him in this character. Moreover, it 
is expressly stated in the Gospels that Jesus did certain 
things with the direct purpose of fulfilling certain pro- 
phecies, with which of course he was well acquainted. 
Concerning most of the Prophets, the remark obtains that 
they are chiefly occupied with local and contemporary 
politics, however their words may have been since 
_ stretched to make them apply to long subsequent occur- 
rences. Many of the books, too, are condemned by critics 
as wholly or partially spurious, and dated much before their 
realtime. It is thus, for example, with Daniel, and with a 
considerable part of Isaiah. As for the Apocalypse, Dr. 
South said well that its interpretation either finds a man 
cracked, or leaves him so. No one yet has succeeded in 
making sense out of it, though many have made of it 
unmitigated nonsense. Of its predictions, says F. W. Newman 
(‘Phases of Faith,” p. 114), “‘ Not one can be interpreted 
certainly of any human affairs, except one In the seven- 
teenth chapter, which the writer himself has explained to 
apply to the Emperors of Rome; and that is proved false 
by the event.” . 

Let us glance rapidly at a few of the so-called Messianic 
prophecies on which Christian controversialists most rely. 
First, that of Balaam (Num. xxiv. 17): “There shall come 
a Star out of Jacob, and a Sceptre shall rise out of Israel, 
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and shall smite the corners of Moab, and destroy all the 
children of Sheth.” What had Jesus to do with smiting 
the corners of Moab, and destroying the children of Sheth ? 
Next, that in Isaiah vil. 14—16 simply promises that, before 
the child of the virgin shall know how to choose good and 
refuse evil, both the kings who threaten‘ Ahaz shall be dead. 
What, in the name of common sense, has this to do with 
Jesus? It was all very well for our pious authorised 
translators to put the name Christ wherever they could 
manage to thrust it in the headings of the chapters, as they 
did even throughout the amatory Song of Solomon ; but if 
people will try to read the texts themselves for the plainest 
sense that can be got out of them, and this 1s often by no 
means plain, they will soon find that most of the passages 
have nothing to do even with such a Messiah as the Jews 
still expect, and that none of them have anything to do 
with Jesus of Nazareth. The Messiah and the Millennium 
promised in Isaiah ix. and xi are those to which the Jews 
look forward; but as they have not come yet, and there is 
not the faintest sign of their coming, it 1s equally absurd 
and disingenuous in Christian advocates to claim them for 
the glorification of their fabulous human idol. The famous 
passage In Micah v. 2 merely promises that he that shall 
come out of Bethlehem-Ephratah shall deliver the Jews 
from the Assyrian when he invades their country, and shall 
retaliate by wasting the land of Assyria with the sword ; yet 
this prophecy also has been applied to Jesus! The one 
great New Testament prophecy is that attributed to Jesus 
of the destruction of Jerusalem, Matt. xxiv. ; which declared, 
as plainly as words can declare, that zmmedtately after thut 
tribulation, before that eeneration should pass away, the Son 
of man should come from heaven with power and great 
glory, and send his angels to gather his elect from the four 
winds. Thus this, the supreme prediction of the very 
Divine Man himself, the very Lord of Christianity, 1s the 
most conspicuously and outrageously false that can be found 
in the whole Bible! To sum up: The prophecies are 
worthy of the miracles as “evidences ” of Christianity, and 
both together are worth much less than nothing. 
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THE BIBLE: ITS TEACHINGS SELF-CONTRADICTORY. 


In this section I must limit myself to putting, as briefly as 
possible, some of the leading self-contradictions only. 
These, as already stated, abound in the Bible; nor is this to 
be wondered at when we consider its real nature as a col- 
lection of the tracts of many men of various character and 
intelligence, living at periods ranging over several centuries, 
and of course affected by various circumstances. But the 
Biblicist, who regards all its books as alike inspired by the 
one immutable and all-wise God, 1s bound to show that 
there are really no discrepancies, in order to vindicate his 
position. 

The Bible teaches that God is omniscient and omni- 
present ; yet in Gen. xi. 5 we read that the Lord came 
down to see the city and the tower which the children of 
men builded; and in Gen. xvill. 20, 21: “And the Lord 
said, Because the cry of Sodom and Gomorrah is great, and 
because their sin is very grievous, I will go down now, and 
see whether they have done altogether according to the cry 
of it, which is come unto me; and if not, I will know.” It 
teaches that God is immutable ; yet on several occasions we 
find him changing his mind, repenting, and sometimes 
turning back from his repentance ; as in the great instance, 
Gen. vi. 6: “And it repented the Lord that he had made 
man on the earth, and it grieved him at his heart ;” and so 
Ex. xXxxiil. 3, 14, 15,17; Num. xiv. 30; 1 Sam. xv. 10, U1 3. 
2 Kings xx. 1, 4, 5, 6. God told Balaam to go with the 
men, Num. xxl. 20; and was angry with him because he 
went, Num. xxul. 21, 22. It teaches that God is invisible ; 
yet we read, Gen. xxxil. 30: “And Jacob called the name 
of the place Peniel : for I have seen God face to face, and 
my life is preserved ;’ and Ex. xxiv. 9, 10: ‘‘ Then went 
up Moses, and Aaron, Nadab, and Abihu, and seventy of — 
the elders of Israel: and they saw the God of Israel ;” and 
again, Ex, xxxill. 11, 23: “‘And the Lord spake unto Moses. 
face to face, as a man speaketh unto his friend.........And I 
will take away mine hand, and thou shalt see my back parts: 
but my face shall not be seen ;” and finally, in Gen. xvii., 
we have the remarkable though perplexed account of the 
Lord paying a visit to Abraham in the plains of Mamre, and 
eating with him of cakes, butter, milk, and veal. It teaches 
that God is all-good ; yet we read, Is. xlv. 7: “I form the 
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light, and create darkness: I make peace, and create evil : 
I the Lord do all these things ;” and Lam. 11, 38: “ Out 
of the mouth of the most High proceedeth not evil and 
good?” and Ez. xx. 25: “Wherefore I gave them also 
statutes that were not good, and judgments whereby they 
should not live.” It teaches that God is no respecter of 
persons ; yet we read, Gen. iv. 4,5: “‘ And the Lord had 
respect unto Abel and to his offering: but unto Cain and 
to his offering he had not respect ;” and Ex. 11. 25: “ And 
God looked upon the children of Israel, and God had 
respect unto them;” and Rom. ix. 11—13;: “For the children 
being not yet born, neither having done any good or evil, 
that the purpose of God according to election might stand, 
not of works, but of him that calleth; it was said unto her, 


The elder shall serve the younger. As it is written, Jacob — 


have I loved, but Esau have I hated.” And in fact nearly 
the whole Bible story is that of a chosen people, preferred 
above all other nations ; surely for no superior goodness on 
their part! It teaches, Ex. xx. 5, that God is a jealous 
God, “ visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the third 
and fourth generation of them that hate me ;” yet we read, 
Ez. xviii. 20: “ The son shall not bear the iniquity of the 
father, neither shall the father bear the iniquity of the son.” 
It teaches that Christ 1s God, John 1. 1, 14, Heb. 1. 8; yet 
we read, John vill. 4o: “But now ye seek to kill me, a 
man that hath told you the truth, which I have heard of 
God ;” 1 Tim. 1. 5: “One mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus.” It teaches, John x. 30, that 
Christ and his Father are one; yet we read, John xiv. 28: 
‘‘For my Father is greater than I.” It teaches, John xvi. 
30, Col. 11. 3, that Jesus knew all things ; yet we read, Mark 
xi 13: “And seeing a fig tree afar off having leaves, he 
came, if haply he might find any thing thereon : and when 
he came to it, he found nothing but leaves ; for the time of 
firs was not yet ;” and, far more significant, Mark xi. 32: 
“ But of that day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not 
the angels which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the 
Father.” It teaches of Jesus, John vi. 14: “Though I 
bear record of myself, yet my record is true: for I know 
whence I came, and whither I go;” yet we read, John v. 
31: “If I bear witness of myself, my witness is not true.” 
It teaches further, 1 Tim. 1. 6, that he gave himself a 
ransom for all; yet we read, Matt. xv. 24: “I am not sent 
but to the lost sheep of the house Of Israel ;” and Mark vi. 
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26,27: “The woman was a Greek, a Syrophenician by 
nation ; and she besought him that he would cast forth the 
devil out of her daughter. But Jesus said unto her, Let 
the children first be filled: for it 1s not meet to take the 
children’s bread, and to cast it unto the dogs.” It teaches 
that miracles are proofs of a divine mission, Matt. x1. 3, 5, 
John v. 36, Heb. 11. 43 yet, Deut. xiii. r—3, Matt. xxiv. 24, 
2 Thess. 11. 9, warns against false prophets and anti-Christs 
who shall show great signs and wonders. It teaches in 
many passages of the New Testament that the end of the 
world is at hand, as in Matt. xxiv., dealt with at the close 
of the preceding article, 1 Cor. "xy. 51, 52, Phil. iv. 5, 
1 Thess. iv. 15, 1 Pet. iv. 7; yet we read, 2 Thess. ii. 2, 3: 

“That ye be not soon shaken in mind, or be troubled, 
neither by spirit, nor by word, nor by letter as from us, as 
that the day of Christ is at hand. Let no man deceive you 
by any means.” Further, on this subject, we read, Matt. 
x. 23, in which Jesus is addressing the Apostles he sent 
forth: ‘“ Ye shall not have gone over the cities of Israel, till 
the Son of Man be come;” yet we read, Matt. xxiv. 14: 
‘‘ And this gospel of the kingdom shall be preached in all 
the world for a witness unto all nations; and then shall the 
end come ;” and similarly, Mark xi. 10: “ And the gospel 
must first be published among all nations.” It teaches, 
Luke 1. 33, Heb. 1. 8, that the kingdom of Christ shall 
endure for ever; yet we read in one of the most remarkable 
passages of the New Testament, 1 Cor. xv. 24, 25, 28: 

‘“Then cometh the end, when he shall have delivered up 
the kingdom to God, even the Father ; when he shall have 
put down all rule and all authority and power. For he 
must reign, till he hath put all enemies under his feet........ 
And when all things shall be subdued unto him, then shall 
the Son also himself be subject unto him that put all things 
under him, that God may be all in all.” It teaches that 
the Holy Ghost is God, Acts v. 3,4; yet we read, John xv. 
26: ** But when the Comforter is come, whom I will send 
unto you from the Father, even the Spirit of truth, which 
proceedeth from the Father ;” and again, John xiv. 16: “Ty 
will pray the Father, and he shall give you another Com- 
forter ;’ and again, “Acts x. 38: “God anointed Jesus of 
Nazareth with the Holy Ghost and with power.” Finally, 
it teaches that “ All Scripture is given by inspiration of 
God, _— is profitable,” 2 Tim. 11. 16; yet we read, 1 Cor. 
vil. 6, “But I speak this by permission, and not of 
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commandment...... But to the rest speak I, not the Lord ;” 
and similarly, 2 Cor. x1. 17: “ That which I speak, I speak 
it not after the Lord, but as it were foolishly, in this confi- 
dence of boasting.” 

The foregoing are but a handful of “apparent discre- 
pancies,” or, as we call them, direct self-contradictions ; and, 
be it remembered, they concern the essentials of Christianity 
—the three persons of the Godhead, the inspiration of the 
Holy Scriptures, and the end of the world. The Bibliolater 
may be encouraged in the endeavour to reconcile them by 
the assurance that an indefinite further number, just as 
perplexing, await solution. 


CHRISTIANITY: LEADING DOCTRINES—TRINITY, CREATION, 
FALL, ATONEMENT. 


I ENTITLE this section the Leading Doctrines of Christianity, 
and not of the Bible, because I shall deal with them simply 
as they are commonly held in Christendom, without in any 
case discussing the question whether there is really warrant 
for them in the Book on which the Christian Churches pro- 
fess to be founded. I will merely remark, with reference to 
some of these doctrines, that if, as frequently contended by 
‘¢ Advanced Christians, ” their root, much more their deve- 
lopment, cannot be found in the “ Word of God,” then the 
position of the Roman Church and our own High Church- 
men, and of all who assert Tradition and Authority in their 
polemics with Protestants in general, is considerably strength- 
ened. 

The ‘Trinity.—This doctrine we have expounded in the 
Creed called of St. Athanasius ; a creed, be it noted, which 
many mild Christians wish discarded from the Prayer Book, 
not because of its blasphemy and absurdity, but merely 
because of its condemning to perish everlastingly all who 
do not keep its faith whole and undefiled. The Trimty is 
the central and supreme dogma of Christianity ; but if any 
one fancies he can find it in the Bible as elaborated in this 
miserable Creed, let him make the attempt, and he may be 
astonished at the result; it being remembered, as already 
remarked, that the famous passage (1 John v. 7, 8) is sur- 
rendered by the best Christian scholars as an interpolation, 
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otherwise a pious forgery. As everybody knows, the Atha- 
nasian Creed, having declared God incomprehensible, 
proceeds to turn him inside out, anatomising him as 
thoroughly as if it were holding a post-mortem examination 
of a human body, analysing him as coolly as if he were 
the sample of an article suspected of adulteration. With 
perverted ingenuity it constructs a long series of absolutely 
contradictory propositions, and damns all who cannot believe 
them. Itthus damns, as has been well observed, everybody, 
whether Christians or not, including its author or authors ; 
for no one ever has really believed, or ever can really 
believe, two assertions 1n direct opposition. At the utmost 
one may try to believe that he believes. Christians tell us 
that the doctrine is a mystery, they having invented it them- 
selves, as if we have not mysteries enough in the real world 
about us and in our own lives; but it is not a mystery, it is 
merely a complex absurdity, which degrades the Christian 
Churches decidedly below the Monotheistic Mahomedans 
and Jews. : 

Passing from the abstract creed to actual worship, it is 
strange to observe how this doctrine is varied. Practically, 


the Father and the Holy Ghost have nearly faded away out 


of the Heaven of Christendom. Roman Catholics mainly 
adore the Blessed Virgin and the Saints; Protestants, Chnst 
the Redeemer. Another personage essential to the complete 
scheme of the Christian Godhead, and believed in equally 
by Roman Catholics and Protestants, is the Devil; yet 
queerly enough, he is not mentioned or even alluded to 
either in the Athanasian or what is termed the Apostles’ 
Creed, 

The CrEATION and FaLLt.—This mysterious Trinity, or 
more particularly God the Father, created all things out of 
nothing, and last of all man. Man, as we are taught by 
Christianity, if not exactly by the Bible, was created perfect, 
and proved his perfection by succumbing to the very first 
temptation that came in his way. It is at this point that 
we find the Devil indispensable, though the legend in the 
first book of the Bible was content with a mere serpent. A 
serpent will not suffice for our more metaphysical modern 
wits; not even a serpent which did not crawl upon its 
belly, remarkable as such an animal would have been: to 
be orthodox and rational you must believe that the Devil 
was in the serpent. God made man perfect, and could not 
tempt man to his fall; the difficulty is removed one step 


ar 
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farther back (which is quite enough to satisfy the ordinary 
Chnistian intellect) by bringing 1n the Evil Spirit to fulfil this 
function. It 1s true that in the Christian system, which is 
in this, as J. S. Mill remarked, inferior to the old Manicheism 
God created the Devil, and thus seems fairly responsible 
for all the harm he ever has done, or ever will do; but the 
creation and fall of the Devil occurred before our race 
came into existence, and is so vaguely alluded to in the 
Holy Scriptures (nor in them at all until after the Baby- 
lonish captivity, in which the Jews seem first to have got a 
notion of him), that the Christians can accept him asa . 
distinct and decidedly wicked being without any intellectual 
difficulty. Therefore the whole guilt of originating the Fall 
must be considered to rest on him; while, naturally, the 
whole guilt of falling rests on man himself, and not merely 
on the first man and woman who were the persons who fell, 
but on all their posterity, who ought to have had more 
sense than to submit to be produced from such a shameful 
couple. Some of the most logical Christians, indeed, hold 
that God himself, from all eternity (whatever that may mean), 
predetermined the Fall of Man and all its evil consequences ; 
others of a softer nature think that he only permitted it ; 
and of course in the latter case his moral responsibility for 
the whole business is very much less! However, man for 
his sin was cursed and made liable to death, and the ground 
was cursed for his sake, so that in the sweat of his face he 
should henceforth eat bread. And, as above mentioned, 
the whole of the posterity of Adam and Eve were and are 
tainted by their guilt; this being the cheerful doctrine of 
Original Sin. And, in fact, the posterity soon showed them- 
selves as wicked as Satan himself could desire ; so wicked 
that God, who 1s a being of infinite love, destroyed by a flood 
all mankind except eight persons ; and by this cold-water- 
«ure were destroyed all beasts clean and unclean, all fowls 

and creeping things of the earth, save select specimens to 
keep their seed alive, though whether they were wicked too 
we are not informed. After this, men in general being 
about as bad as ever they could have been before, God, 
having pledged his word that he would not again destroy 
all flesh with a flood, began to work towards saving them 
instead, by choosing a particular people by whom he should 
be known and worshipped (when they happened not to be 
running after other gods), and from whom the Redeemer of 
mankind should spring ; it being understood that in the in- 
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terval all the rest of the nations were going wholesale to the 
Devil; but this is a small matter. We are thus led to the 
next great Christian doctrine: 

The ATONEMENT.—The sins of our wretched race were 
so immense, and the wrath of God so immense in propor- 
tion, that the only manner in which they could be expiated 
and it be appeased was by the sacrifice of God himself, or that 
part of him called his Son. For although there are not 
three Gods, but one God, and although God gave himself 
an offering for our sins, I believe it is correct to say that not 
God the Father nor God the Holy Ghost, but only God the 
Son, was the sacrifice and Saviour. It is very hard to put 
these matters into plain English, because they are such 
transcendent mysteries. Men owed a vast debt to God, so 
vast that they could never pay it, and justly merited ever- 
lasting imprisonment in Hell for default; God wishing to 
Spare them this punishment, yet resolved to have his debt 
paid in full, had the luminous idea of making his Son pay it 
for them; and as the substance of the Son and the Father 
and the Holy Ghost is one substance, as is clearly declared 
in the Athanasian Creed, in making the Son pay this debt, 
the Father was paying it himself, and the Holy Ghost too 
was equally paying it: in short, God, in decreeing that 
eternal justice should be satisfied by the full payment of 
man’s debt to the said God, ordained that this should be 
effected by God paying the amount of the debt to himself— 
a proceeding most generous and admirable. As the sacrifice 
of the Son was to wholly cancel the debt of humanity, one 
might think it wiped out original sin from our species, and 
that after the sacrifice all men would as a matter of course 
be saved. But it is not so. Those only have been and 
will be saved who, having heard Christ preached, or having 
read the New Testament in which he is revealed, have 
believed or shall believe in him. ‘This condition consider- 
ably reduces the number who can profit by the divine 
expiation. In every age since there have been hundreds of 
millions who lived and died without the chance of hearing 
or reading of this Saviour. Of those who have heard or 
read of him, a large number, and the proportion is con- 
tinually increasing, has not been able to believe in him as 
the Son of God who taketh away the sins of the world, and 
these are all damned beyond the hope of redemption. Of 
the remnant professing belief in him, the vast majority 
(perhaps I ought to say all) have always proved by their 
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lives that in reality they had no such belief, for, as the 
Apostle says (James il. 14, 17: “What doth it profit, my 
brethren, though a man say he hath faith, and have not 
works ? can faith save him ?...... Even so faith, if it hath not 
works, is dead, being alone.” And Jesus himself said: “If 
ye love me, keep my commandments ;” and “By their 
fruits ye shall know them.” Now, by their fruits I decidedly 
know that all the “ Chnstians” with whom I have ever 
been acquainted were of Christians, and I have no doubt 
that everybody who tested their conduct by the Gospels 
came to the same conclusion. Whence it appears to 
result that God, in paying for us our debt to himself, did 
not really lessen our liability, as common sense indeed 
would expect from such a transaction. Christ died to save 
sinners ; but sinners, who are all practically unbelievers, are 
not saved ; and, as “ there is none righteous—no, not one,” 
nobody is saved. Such is the glorious Christian doctrine 
of the Atonement, so far as I can understand it. 


CHRISTIANITY: LEADING DOCTRINES—INCARNATION, DEATH, 
RESURRECTION, ASCENSION OF JESUS CHRIST. 


THE INCARNATION.—It being decided that God as the Son 
should pay to God the Father, Son and Holy Ghost the 
debt owed by mankind to this triune Divinity, and that he 
should pay it by laying down his hfe for the debtors, the 
manner in which this excellent scheme should be carried 
out was the next question. The Son might have been 
sacrificed in Heaven, or have committed suicide there, for 
this purpose, and men have been informed of the proceed- 
ing by some inspired prophet or evangelist ; in which case 
they would doubtless have accepted the narrative with the 
same lively faith with which they have always accepted 
narratives of supernatural occurrences, concerning which 
neither themselves nor the narrator could possibly know 
anything. But another method was adopted, more truly 
‘‘Divine” as being yet more mysterious and more abundant 
in self-contradictions to the merely human understanding. 
It was determined that the Son of God should become 
God-man, and as such be offered up for the sins of the 
World. As the Athanasian Creed finely expresses it :-—For 
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the right faith is, that we believe and confess: that our Lord 
Jesus Christ, the Son of God, is God and Man...... Perfect 
God and perfect Man: of a reasonable Soul and human flesh 
subsisting...... Who although he be God and Man: yet he is 
not two, but one Chnist; one; not by the conversion of the 
Godhead into flesh; one altogether; not by confusion of 
Substance ; but by unity of Person.” With this lucid ex- 
position even the dullest reader must have a clear view of 
the whole subject. In order to convert God the Son, only 
begotten of God the Father, mto God-man, God the Holy 
Ghost, who proceedeth from the Father and the Son, begot 
him agai on a human Virgin, who, naturally remained 
a virgm even after the divine conception and _ child- 
birth ; though, as the same Creed assures us, he was “ Man of 
the substance of his Mother, born in the world.” ‘There is 
nothing new or strange in such supernatural conception ; 
the advantage which Christianity offers in this respect over 
most other older mythologies is the virginal maternity of 
the human parent; and there 1s something so rare and 
exquisite in this, that after enjoying its contemplation for 
many hundred years, the greatest of Christian Churches has 
developed and exalted it into the sublime dogma of the 
Immaculate Conception, to the great delight of ‘all good 
Cathohcs. The Blessed Virgin-Mother herself, indeed, as 
we are told in Luke ii. 22, accomplished the days of her 
purification from the maternal taint, according to the laws 
of Moses, like any ordinary Jewish mother (see Lev. xii); 
but this only proves that in the simple ignorance of her 
humility she did not then appreciate her rank as the great 
Church has since recognised and expounded it. By being 
thus incarnated, Christ was able to live for a time as a per- 
fect exemplar to all men; though, as he was Divine Man, 
and all these have been only human men, it has been by no 
means easy for them to closely follow his example. For, 
while some few theologians have thought that by his flesh 
he was liable to sin, though his Godhead always kept him 
from sinning, the great majority have stoutly mamtamed 
that his divine-human nature was essentially mpeccable, just 
as Mary’s conception was essentially immaculate; and it 
must be allowed that this constitutes a rather important 
difference between him and the rest of us, for each of 
whom the Psalmist exclaims (Ps. li. 5): “ Behold [I was 
shapen in iniquity ; and in sin did my mother conceive 
me.” 
5) 
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DeEatTu.——The God-man having to be sacrificed, and it 
being determined that he should not sacrifice himself with 
his own hands, God had to secure the necessary supply of 
wicked men to put him to death. For, although the 
priests under the old dispensation could make burnt 
offermgs of the inferior animals in virtuous fulfilment 
of their sacred functions, those who should slay the great 
sacrifice must be the most flagitious of men, not merely 
murderers in the common sense, but deicides, murderers of 
God who cannot die. So Judas and Pilate, and the wretched 
remnant of‘ the Jews, were duly prepared for the horrible 
and abominable office of carrying out God’s merciful plan 
of the Atonement ; it being but an insignificant matter that 
all these should damn themselves everlastingly, so that by 
their crime all the rest of our species should be saved; 
although, as I have already hinted, it is almost certain that 
mo one thus ever has been or ever will be saved. Chnist 
was put to death on thecross. In the words of the Apostles’ 
Creed, he “was crucified, dead, and buried, he descended 
into hell.” There is, as usual, perplexity here for the carnal 
reason, the mystery being so superlatively divine. Christ 
died ; but his Godhead, being eternal, cannot die, therefore 
only his manhood died. But, on the other hand, nothing 
less than a Divine propitiation was adequate, nothing less 
than the death of his Godhead, else the sacrifice of any man 
would have done as well, and it is absurd to think that the 
sacrifice of one man could atone for the sins of all men; there- 
fore his deathless Godhead must have died. In which state 
I am content to leave the syllogisms to those Christian 
theologians who are so masterly in reconciling irreconcilable 
contradictions; merely remarking that Jesus himself appears 
to have felt very human at the point of death, as he cried 
out in agony, ‘My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken 
me?” He died, as man or as God and man in one, “ One 
altogether ; not by confusion of Substance : but by unity of 
Person ” (a point to be strictly kept in mind, as “ necessary 
to everlasting salvation”) ; and was buried, and descended 
into hell, as both the Creeds, the Apostles, and the Atha- 
nasian, assure us. Here is again a most wonderful and 
ever-to-be adored mystery. Whether he went down into 
hell as dead man or as the dead God-man, I will not take 
upon me to say; nor where precisely is the hell to which he 
went down, though the old writers probably fancied it a Hades 
under the flat earth; but the fact of his Beacons thither 
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is certain. For not only do the Creeds say so (and their 
assurance ought to satisfy any reasonable man), but they are 
confirmed in this by the First Epistle General of Peter, 
being the one of the two which is commonly accounted 
genuine (of course, it does not matter if the other is spurious, 
since its authority is established by its place in the canon). 
Thus we read in chap. ui. 18—20, and chap. iv. 6, that 
Christ, “being put to death in the flesh, but quickened by 
the Spirit, went and preached unto the spirits in prison,” 
who were disobedient before the flood in the days uf Noah; 
and that “‘the Gospel was preached also to them that are 
dead, that they might be judged according to men in the 
flesh, but live according to God in the spirit ;” so that, 
wherever hell may be, we have ample explanation of 
Christ’s purpose in visiting it during his burial, and I grant 
that he made excellent use of the very short time thus 
placed at his disposal. | 
' The ResurReEcTION.—“The third day he rose again fromr 
the dead,” say the Creeds; wherefore all good Christians 
know that he did so, whatever science may say to the con- 
trary. It is true that anyone honestly and impartially 
collecting the accounts of the resurrection in the various 
Gospels, must find it impossible to reconcile them; it is true 
also that, though the risen Christ was the same person as 
the Christ crucified, dead and buried, and was able to show 
the print of the nails in his hands and feet, and the hole 
where the spear had pierced his side, he was somehow so 
changed that two of his disciples walked and talked wiin 
him a long while without recognising him, and that several 
of them together did not recognise him either, until John 
said to Peter, “It is the Lord,” on their getting a miraculous 
draught of fishes. But, as already stated, I am concerned 
here not with the Bible, but with the doctrines actually held 
by the Christian Churches. It may be thought that a death 
and burial of only three days (being, in fact, much less than 
three days), in which the death was of so light a character 
that the deceased was able to preach to the spirits in prison, 
was not a very heavy price to pay for the redemption of all 
mankind ; many men and women, having died for those 
they loved, or for what they thought the truth, without any 
clear hope of a resurrection. When, however, the unique 
nature of this victim is considered it will be seen that there 
can be no fair comparison of his case with that of any mere 
man or woman, 
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The Ascension.—‘“ He ascended into heaven, and 
sitteth on the night hand of God the Father Almighty.” 
As we read in the Acts of the Apostles, he remained forty days 
on earth after his resurrection, and then im the sight of his 
disciples was taken up bodily to heaven. I say bodily, because 
he himself said, Luke xxiv., 39, “aspirit hath not flesh and 
‘bones, as ye see me have ’ nor probably could a spint have 
eaten of boiled fish and honeycomb, as he ate with his dis- 
ciples. Science of course objects its impertinent law of 
gravitation to this ascension, and further asks, Where 1s this 
heaven to which he went up? seeing that as far as the 
telescope can pierce we have but star-strown space; and 
even if he had ascended at hightning-speed he would not have 
yet got beyond this limit. It is clear, however, that science 
must be utterly disregarded in this case; Christ was unique, 
and therefore his destiny was unique. It may be also 
objected that it 1s hard to conceive him sitting at the right 
hand of God the Father Almighty, when the Son and the 
Holy Ghost are each Almiyhty, “and yet they are not three 
Almighties but one Almighty.” The unilluminated may ask, 
If there 1s but one Almighty and omnipresent God, how can 
one Almighty and omnipresent sit at the right hand of 
another Almighty and omnipresent, and the two send a 
third Almighty and omnipresent from heaven to earth as a - 
‘Comforterto the disciples of the first? For satisfactory answers 
to the which questions I must again refer to those accom- 
plished theologians who have complete intelligence of the 
unintelligible. 





CHRISTIANITY : LEADING DOCTRINES—HELL AND HEAVEN. 


“THE great price having been paid for the ransom of our 
poor species from the bondage of sin, and our reconciliation 
with the offended God who made us as we are, it will natu- 
tally be thought that mankind was much better off from the 
moment the transaction was concluded. Jesus, we are told, 
-died for all ; and we might, therefore, fancy that all of us 
must profit by his death ; but this would be a very gross 
‘mistake. It cannot be too often repeated to any one who 
would enter into the spint of these deep and divine 
‘mysteries, that the ways of God are not as our ways, nor 
zhis thoughts as our thoughts. Only those who believe in 
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the Lord Jesus Christ shall be saved; those who believe 
not shall be damned. “ He that believeth on the Son hath 
everlasting life: and he that believeth not the Son shall not. 
see life ; but the wrath of God abideth on him” (John iii, 
36). How can we know those who believe in him? He 
himself tells us, ‘‘ By their fruits ye shall know them ;” and 
ain, “ If ye keep my commandments, ye shall abide in my 
love re” (John xv. 10). Alas! asI have already had occasion 
to say more than once, no one does keep his commandments,. 
probably no one ever has kept them, scarcely any one in 
these days even tries to keep them. Read only the Sermon 
on the Mount, as reported in the Gospel called of St. 
Matthew, and then point me out two real Christians in all 
Christendom. What shall be the reward of those (if indeed. 
there are any) whom he saves? He shail say to them,. 
Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom pre-. 
pared for you from the foundation of the world” (Matthew 
xxv. 34). And what the punishment of those who reject 
him? He shall say to them, and his words shall have 
power, ‘‘ Depart from me, ye cursed, into everlasting fire, 
prepared for the Devil and his angels. peeenaas And these shall 
go away into everlasting punishment : but the nghteous into 
life eternal.” This everlasting fire—wherein, as he declares 
on several occasions, the principal pastime shall be weeping 
and wailing and gnashing of teeth—is to be the doom of the 
vast majority, if not all of us, who have heard the Gospel of 
good tidings. Our case ts thus far worse than that of those 
who have never heard of Chnist, for in his own words (Luke 
xii. 47, 48): “ And that servant, which knew his lord’s will, 
and prepared not himself, neither did according to his will, 
shall be beaten with many stripes. But he that knew not,. 
and did commit things worthy of stripes, shall be beaten. 
with few stripes.” So that the Gospel called of Salvation is- 
to most, if not all, of us a Gospel of Damnation, making 
heavier our punishment in the next life; and the most. 
atrociously cruel of all men are those Christian missionaries 
who go about preaching it, for the worse damnation of their 
hearers. It being so certain that none, or scarcely any, of | 
all who are called will be chosen, the kindest thing Christians. 
could do would be to keep thei faith a profound secret 
from all who have never heard of it, and especially from 
their own children, destroying all Christian books, and par- 
ticularly the New Testament ; so that from the next genera-. 
tion, mankind, being ignorant of the Master’ will, would 
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escape with few stripes. I am aware that, in adopting this 
truly benevolent line of conduct, they might seem to be 
‘disobeying the last command of Jesus to his disciples : “‘ Go 
‘ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptising them in the 
name of the F ather, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost : 
teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have com- 
manded you” (Matthew xxvii. 19, 20). But, in charging 
them thus, he gave certain signs, which are never seen in 
these days, as the results of missionary teaching, and by the 
absence of which we may be sure that modern Christian 
missioms are essentially different from those of the Apostles ; 
for, as we read in Mark xvi. 16, 47,18: “ He that believeth 
and is baptised shall be saved; but he that believeth not 
shall be damned. And these signs shall follow them that 
believe : in my name shall they cast out devils; they shall 
speak with new tongues ; they shall take up serpents; and 
if they drink any deadly thing, it shall not hurt them; they 
shall lay hands on the sick, and they shall recover.” As no 
true converts are made without the accompaniment of these 
signs, it 1s scarcely rash to say that all the Bible and mis- 
sionary societies in existence have never yet made a single 
convert with all their expenditure of money and labour. 
Therefore would it not be wise to suppress their Christianity, 
which they can’t spread with trying, and which would only 
be more noxious if it could be spread? And if they really 
fear that they would thus be disobeying Chnist, they may be 
comforted with the reflection that they disobey him in so 
many things that one more cannot be of consequence. 

The great and holy Roman Church, having compassion 
upon such sinners as are not hopeless heretics or Free- 
thinkers; but only adulterers, thieves, murderers, and the 
hke, in spite of their faith ; furnishes not only indulgences 
and absolutions in this life, but also provides an intermediate 
realm between heaven and hell in the life to come. In this 
realm of Purgatory the souls of the faithful who have died 
in sm shall be purged with punishment, then taken up into 
heaven ; and the period of this punishment may. be very 
much shortened by the prayers of those left behind them on 


‘earth, and by masses said in their behalf. This is an excel- 


lent doctrine, very comforting to the imperfect laics, and 
very profitable to their holy Mother, the Church; for all 
these indulgences, absolutions, and masses must be duly 
paid for, at rates carefully proportioned to the quantity and 
quality of the sins, as measured and assayed by the infallible 
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Church herself. As the Irish priest wittily and aptly re- 
marked in a debate on this subject, the poor Protestants, 
who have not this Purgatory, may go farther and fare 
worse. Nor in fact is this doctrine without some support 
from the New Testament (though, of course, the authority 
of the Church would in itself suffice to establish it), for all 
the doctrines and heresies of all -the conflicting sects can 
find something to support them in that remarkable book. 
Christ surely would never have preached to the spirits in 
prison, preaching the Gospel to them that were dead, as 
St. Peter tells us he did in the passages cited in the pre- 
ceding article, had it not been possible thus to redeem them, 
if they had the good sense to accept the said Gospel with a 
lively faith. (See also John v. 25.) 

Protestants, having no such House of Correction or Re- 
formatory, are limited to the one punishment of penal servi- 
tude for life, the life being everlasting. But in these latter 
days many of them, made by Secular influences much more 
tender-hearted than either the Jehovah of the Old Testament 
or the Christ of the New, actually shrink from the belief 

that all who are not saved shall suffer excruciating and un- 

purifying torments for ever and ever. Some try to believe 
that the damned shall be annihilated at the Day of Judg- 
ment, and this is the second death ; others try to believe 
that hell itself is only a sort of Purgatory, and that all man- 
kind shall be ultimately saved, as Chnst died for all; and 
both classes, of course can find some texts in their favour ; 
but it is certain that the New Testament as a whole is 
decidedly against them. The former have to reconcile 
annihilation with weeping, wailing, and gnashing of teeth ; 
the latter have to prove that “ everlasting” and “for ever 
and ever” do not mean what they always have meant. 
Such people can only nourish their peculiar heresies, while 
believing that they believe in the New Testament, by virtue 
of a softening of the brain as well as of the heart : in another 
generation, however, men like them will probably be Free 
thinkers. 

On the other hand, the most logical and thorough of the 
Protestant sects, the austere Calvinists, hold fast to the 
faith that God from all eternity has predestined certain elect 
to salvation, and certain non-elect (the vast majority) to 
damnation. For this cheerful doctrine they have abundant 
and superabundant authority in the New Testament. Thus 
Christ says (Mark xiii. 20) : “‘ But for the edect’s sake, whom 
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he hath chosen, he hath shortened the days ;” and 27, “ And 
then shall he send his angels, and shall gather together his 
elect from the four winds, from the uttermost part of the 
earth to the uttermost part of heaven.” (See also Matthew 
xxiv, 22—24.) And St. Paul, to whom doctrinal Christianity 
owes much more than to the simple Jesus himself, says 
(Rom. viii. 30—33): “ Moreover whom he did predestinate, 
them he also called; and whom he called, them he also 
justified ; and whom he justified, them he also glorified...... 
Who shall lay any thing to the charge of God’s elect? It is 
God that justifieth.” So the predestinated elect cannot fall, 
even if they try, and whatever sins they may commit ; while 
the predestinated non-elect cannot be saved, however they 
strive after righteousness, and whatever their virtues ;. for; in 
the words of Jesus (Luke xi. 24), “ Strive to enter in at the 
strait gate: for many, I say unto you, will seek to enter in, 
and shall not beable.” (Compare Rom. ix. 11—13.) Theprac- 
tical moral to be drawn from this severely simple and logical 
doctrine being that it 1s just as well to be at no pains what- 
ever in the matter, either to seek righteousness or to avoid 
sin. Fate rules under the name of God’s predestination ; 
if you are predestinated to salvation (against which the odds 
are very heavy), you will be saved, in spite of yourself; if 
you are predestinated to damnation (in favour of which the 
odds are very heavy), you will be damned, in spite of your- 
self. 3 

I need not dwell much here on the Christian’s heaven. 
There is a pretty full description of it in the Book of Reve- 
Jation ; and those who find it attractive must have peculiarly 
Christian tastes. For myself, while I loathe the hell, I by 
no means love the heaven; I would much rather sleep 
quietly in my grave than be forced to share in its incessant 
and everlasting shoutings. But people who are happy in 
an insane revival meeting may continue to enjoy themselves 
up there, wherever it may be. I need hardly say that on 
the Day of Judgment, which shall definitively settle our doom 
whether for the horrible hell or the intolerable heaven, we 
shall all nse with our bodies, as both the creeds declare. 
For an explanation of the process by which these bodies 
shall be recovered from their multitudinous dispersions and 
transformations, and by which the claims of various people 
to the same particles which have been in each of their 
bodies at death shall be fairly adjusted, I must once more 
refer to those admirable Christian theologians, who, having 
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always stoutly insisted on this carnal resurrection, doubtless 
know fully and exactly how it will be effected. 

And now I think we have had quite enough of the leading 
Christian doctrines for the present, so I will say nothing 
of the Sacraments, Regeneration, Apostolic Succession, 
Priesthood, Invocation of the Saints, Transubstantiation, and 
other the like exquisite specimens of human perversity. 





THE BIBLE ; FREETHOUGHT VIEW. 


In rapidly sketching a Freethought view of the Bible, I can 
only sketch it as I see 1t myself from my own standpoint ; 
other Freethinkers have probably other views of their own ; 
for, while there can be but one view of that book as infal- 
lible, there are many ways of looking at it as fallible. For 
myself, then, I regard the Bible as a merely human produc- 
tion, abounding in the faults common to human works, and 
abounding in the errors and superstitions specially common. 
to ancient human works, the venerable days of old being 
the infancy of mankind. 

I will first speak of the Old Testament, which in one 
respect 1s most valuable, as representing the earliest tradi- 
tions and the gradual religious development, throughout 
several centuries, of a nation which seems always to have 
been peculiar, and whose religious convictions were and are 
unusually intense. The work of any one man, however 
great his genius, cannot have the historical interest of a 
national work like this, composed of treatises written at 
various periods, by men of very various minds, but all to a 
certain extent controlled by the same great national traditions 
and expectations. In many respects these various treatises. 
are incongruous, for in the development and decadence of 
a nation, as of an individual, there are very incongruous 

hases ; but inconsistencies fatal to the claim of Divine. 
inspiration, which would have been immutable throughout, 
give the greater historical interest to these writings, as the 
productions of men whose leading inspiration in most cases 
was the destiny of their own people. 

The great legislator who stamped this peculiar character 
upon the Jews—which, in spite of all aberrations and 
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calamities, has preserved them a distinct people to this day, 
scattered among all nations for many hundred years, yet 
merged in none—appears undoubtedly to have been Moses, 
though we are by no means bound to accept the legends of 
his miracles and the forty years’ wandering in the wilder- 
ness. And I may note here that those who see something 
miraculous, or, in other words, the hand of God, in this 
distinct preservation of the Jews, conveniently forget that 
the ten tribes who were carried away by Shalmaneser, King 
of Assyria (2 Kings xvil, xvili.), so completely lost their 
characteristics and blended with the nations around them 
that not a sure trace of them can be found. Speculative 
writers, indeed, have identified them. with nearly every later 
people, from the Aztecs and Red Indians to us English. 
If, therefore, Ezekiel’s great prediction, in chapters xxxvil. 
and xlviu., of the restoration of the whole twelve tribes in 
one kingdom in the Holy Land, ever does come true, it 
will be the unique, wonderful, and valid fulfilment of pro- 
phecy to the credit of the Old Testament. However, by 
his elaborate and oppressive ceremonial laws, by his un- 
measured condemnation of idolatry, by his injunctions to. 
the worship of the one God Jehovah—from whom he pro- 
fessed to receive every command he gave, and whd, present 
in the tabernacle, was the actual leader and ruler of his 
chosen people—Moses fenced off the Jews from neighbour- 
ing nations. ‘Two things are very notable as pervading the 
' Old Testament from beginning to end, equally conspicuous 
in Moses and David and the latest of the prophets, Furst, 
loyalty of the Jews to Jehovah was always to be rewarded 
by prosperity and dominion in this life, in their land of 
Palestine and its borders; disloyalty to Jehovah, and the 
worship of other gods, by calamity and servitude. Secondly, 
the patriotism enjoined and cultivated in the Jews was so 
exclusive as to mean scorn and hatred of all other peoples 
about them, whom they were not only permitted, but com- 
manded and urged, to drive out, to enslave, or even utterly 
to destroy. The old Jewish god was a jealous god, who 
hated all other gods with an abhorrence precisely propor- 
tioned to the abhorrence of the Jews themselves for the 
Gentiles. He was a stern and solitary autocrat, who would 
allow no rival near his throne; differing herein essentially 
from the social and easy-natured gods of the Greeks and 
other Polytheists. His character undergoes very consider- 
able changes in the interval between the Pentateuch and 
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the Prophets. In the former the sins of the father shall be 
visited upon the children unto the third and fourth gene- 
rations ; in the latter every one shall bear only his own sins. 
But, in both alike, mankind are in his hand as clay in the 
hands of the’ potter; he is an irresponsible Eastern tyrant, 
savage and implacable against all who do not worship him 
alone, and the only people for whom he cares are the 
Jews. -All the other nations he regards as if they had been 
created by the Devil, and not by himself. Such is the 
narrow, intense, pitiless patriotism of the Hebrew Old Tes- 
tament from first to last. 

When we turn to the New Testament we find remarkable 
changes. It professes to reveal to us the very Messiah 
whom the Jews certainly expected, and whom they expect 
still, and are likely to expect a very long while yet. They 
were undoubtedly nght in rejecting’ Jesus of Nazareth as 
this Messiah, even if we allow that there was such an his- 
torical person as a nucleus around which the Gospel myths 
gradually clustered. Read the Prophets, and it is clear 
that the promised Messiah, as in the prediction of Ezekiel 
above mentioned (and compare Is. x1.), was to restore the 
kingdom of the twelve tribes of Israel in glory and pros. 
perity, in their own land of promise; and no one can pre- 
tend that Jesus did anything of the sort. He found the 
remnant of the two tribes, the kingdom of Fudah, subject to 
the Romans, and left them subject to the Romans; and so 
‘far from attempting to deliver his countrymen from the 
foreign yoke, his only political advice to them was the galling 
and unpatriotic Render unto Cesar the things that are 
Cesar’s. No amount of unsubstantial talk about a new 
Jerusalem in the heavens and a heavenly kingdom can 
remove this monstrous disparity. Let us do the Jews 
justice ; their promised Messiah has certainly not yet come, 
and it is gross ignorance and insolence in the Christians to 
try to persuade them that he has. Im fact, there is a break 
in the national continuity not easy to traverse between the 
last book of the Old Testament and the first of the New. 
In that interval the remnant of the two tribes, partly under 
foreign domination at home, partly scattered around the 
shores of the Mediterranean, had been affected by many 
and powerful foreign influences. The Babylonish captivity 
had already endowed their theology with the Devil, a sort 
of Ahriman to the Ormuzd of Jehovah. Most of them had 
learnt, too, the belief.in the immortality,of the human soul, 
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a doctrine of which there is no trace in the Pentateuch, and 
probably no sure trace in all the authoritative Old Testa- 
ment. The Essenes, before the date assigned to Jesus, 
seem to have developed all the peculiar doctrines of Chris- 
tianity as’ found in the first three Gospels, and to have 
strictly practised the asceticism which pervades the New 
Testament (save in the free eating and drinking of Jesus 
himself with publicans and sinners), and which was after- 
wards carried to such a gigantic extent in Christian monas- 
ticism, still an almost unmitigated curse to Romanised 
countries, and trying hard to become again a curse to our-. 
selves. In fact, the historical theory, which traces back the 
origin of Christianity to the Essenes, appears the most 
probable which has yet been advanced. Unfortunately, the 
books of the New Testament are among the least trust- 
worthy, both as to genuineness and authenticity, in the 
whole Bible. Unaccredited and undated, they have slipped. 
into the Canon chiefly by chance or luck, while countless 
other gospels and epistles with claims of equal worth or 
worthlessness have been excluded. The books which com- 
posed this New Testament were first circulated at a time 
when the critical spirit was non-existent, and when true 
believers accounted all forgeries in favour ‘of their religion 
not only permissible, but praiseworthy. ‘The amount of 
falsification prevalent, which can be demonstrated even 
now, when so many of the required testimonies are lost, is 
astounding, and even appalling, to one who newly enters on 
the inquiry by studying the work of some competent and 
impartial scholar. Of these falsifications and uncertainties 
the ordinary Christians know nothing; and the learned 
Christians who are thoroughly aware of them are anything 
but anxious to point them out to their ignorant brethren. 
But, in considering the matter contained in the New Testa- 
ment apart from the question of its origin, we find much to 
admire both in the Gospels and the Epistles. The flaw 
fatal to a great portion of its practical teaching comes chiefly 
from the delusion, shared in by all the writers, that the end 
of the world was at hand. Looking for this daily and 
hourly, they naturally gave no attention to the improvement 
of this world by social or political reforms, any more than 
one would plan repairs in his house if persuaded that it was 
to be burnt down very soon. Their only care was to be 
ready for the kingdom of heaven, and for this' belief in the 
Lord Jesus Christ was all-sufficient. Hence, while we find 
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in this book many noble moral sentiments, it is worse than 
neutral, it is bitterly hostile to the scientific Secular spirit 
of prudence, free thought, free action, social effort, by which 
we hope to make a happy life for man on earth. Had 
Christians lived up to the New Testament, their religion 
would have long ago ceased to exist. 


CHRISTIANITY > FREETHOUGHT VIEW. 


Wir regard to Christianity, as with regard to the Bible, f 
must make the reservation that in sketching a Freethought 
view thereof, the view is merely my own from my own stand- 
point. At first sight, Christianity is incomparably better 
than Judaism in that it seems to offer its blessings to all 
mankind, thus recognising the universal brotherhood of our 
species; and in that its blessings are not alone confined 
to this world, but are everlasting in the world to come. 
These two great apparent advantages are, however, coun- 
terbalanced, first by the conditions on which salvation is 
promised, which are such as would ensure the damnation 
of the vast majority to whom the Gospel has been preached ; 
and, secondly, by the fact that there is no assurance at all 
of the said world to come—we only know that it did zof 
come at the time distinctly promised by Jesus. 

For the first century or century and a half of the Christian 
era, we know very little that is certain of the Christians. 
Accepting, as they at least are bound to accept, the record 
in Acts, it is clear that in its mode of life the primitive 
Church was totally unlike any of the great modern Churches, 
the only communities to which it bore any resemblance 
being such small and despised ones as the Moravian 
Brethren and the Shakers, Thus, Acts i. 44,45, “And 
all that believed were together, and had all things in 
common ; and sold their possessions and goods, and parted 
them to all men, as every man had need” (so in chap. lv. 


34, 35). Compare this way of life with the ways prevalent 


in the Roman, Greek, and great Protestant sects, and then 
try to think of these as the genuine offspring of the primitive 
Christians ! 

Doctrinally, the new religion very soon began to undergo 
important changes. The Epistles of St. Paul have had fat 
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more-to do with Christian theology than have the words of 
Jesus, and they give views of Christ which we could never 
learn from the Gospels ; these Epistles, again, are at decided 
variance with that of St. James, and that of the Hebrews, 
which is certainly not Paul’s: the unfortunate Bibliolaters 
must reconcile them how they can. The fourth, and latest, 
and least trustworthy, Gospel gives a Christ very dis- 
similar from him of the other three. It is, in fact, pervaded 
_ with the Alexandrian Neo-Platonism. ‘This same heathen 
philosophy, falling more and more into decay, was more and 
more received into the Church, whose first simple theology 
thus became the complicated system of barren subtleties 
and metaphysical contradictions and confident assertion of 
things unknowable, which the modern Churches, much 
Secularised despite themselves, have inherited from the 
Dark Ages when their religion was supreme. 

And while Christianity thus freely drank of the dregs 
of the noble Greek philosophy, it was no less ready 
to adopt the rites of the old heathen superstitions. The 
ignorant Pagans clung to their old customs and festivals, and 
the Church, anxious for converts at any price, left them 
these if they would but call them by new names. To 
submit to baptism, and profess belief in Christ, was enough 
to constitute a convert; the new heart, the new mind, the 
-new life, were things not worth insisting on. It is histori- 
cally demonstrable, and has been amply demonstrated, that 
there is nothing supposed to be characteristic and important 
in the sumptuous and elaborate ritual of the great Roman 
Church—whether ceremony, festival, vestments, images, or 
the very cross—which cannot be traced back to Paganism. 

We thus begin to see what is the real meaning of that 
fine phrase, the historical development of Christianity. 
‘What came perfect from the perfect God-man could not be 
developed ; any change must be for the worse. The theo- 
logy was “developed” by free adulteration with the quirks 
and quibbles of an alien philosophy in its decadence; by 
the decrees of Councils procured by unscrupulous intrigues, 
force, and fraud ; by the decrees of Popes sustained by 
forgeries, and often contradictory; the whole being bound 
firmly together by the cobwebs spun out of their own minds 
by subtle schoolmen in their monkish cells. The ritual 
was “ developed” by the adoption of the customs and cere- 
monies of alien superstitions in their decadence, from which 
it would have been difficult to wean the Pagans. 
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It is a frequent assertion on the part of Christians that in 
the preservation and growth of their faith there has been 
something so wonderful as to be really “ miraculous ;” in 
other words, the hand of God is visible in it. The 
Christian sects lingered obscure and weak for a much 
longer period than many other sects have done, whose 
founders and first preachers were quite as poor and ignorant 
as the fishermen of Galilee. Why, in this respect, as in the 
affronting of perils and hardships, early Christians are very 
much inferior to Mormonism itself. Not till three centuries 
after the alleged date of the crucifixion of Christ did the 
sect rise into real importance by being adopted as an engine 
of statecraft by the ruthless Constantine. Compare this 
with the spread of Islam during the very lifetime of 
Mahomed, and within half a century after his death. Ah, 
reply the weak Christians, but Islam was spread by the 
sword, while Christianity was spread solely by the peaceful 
power of the spirit. To which we answer that Mahomed 
did not resort to the sword until he was constrained in self- 
defence, and that Christians appealed to the sword as soon 
as they were strong enough to do so with a fair chance of suc- 
cess. While weak they were very humble and mild; but as 
soon as they got the power they fulfilled the words of their 
Master, Matt. x. 34—6. With reference to the alleged 
wonderful progress of Christianity, I ask, how long ago did 
it cease to progress? It makes no real advances now, in 
spite of all its missionary efforts. It has never made any 
impression on Mahomedanism, Buddhism, or Brahminism. 
Enlightened Hindoos turn Secularists, not Christians. In the 
meantime the Churches at home are rent by intestine divi- 
sions, and assailed on all sides from without by all that is 
vigorous, intelligent, liberal, free, and progressive in our 
modern civilisation. Christianity stands now as the mytho- 
lagies of Greece and Rome stood at the period when it 
arose. The gods were more numerous than ever before, 
the temples more magnificent, the sacrifices and festivals 
more splendid, the priesthood more arrogant; but living 
faith had deserted them, the intellect of the age despised 
them, and its loftiest morality condemned them; therefore, 
despite their wealth and pomp and power, they were irre- 
vocably doomed to destruction. 
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